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SIJI'REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
AL,L COUN'I'IES WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Master Index No.: 40000/88 

'I'his Document lielatcs To: 

KENNETH WILLIAM ALTUCHOFF and 
JOANNE DOLORES ALTUCHOFF 

I tidex No. I90058f0 IO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pump Division hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Dean Pump Division with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDE ED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 
against defendant D 
prejudice and withop h osts. 

Pump Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

L/' James W. Whitcomb, Esq. 
PHILLIPS LYTLE LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Dean Pump Divisio 
3400 HSBC Center 
Buffalo, New York 1 

8 
New York, New York 1003 

.--- ~ 

SO ORDERED, 

// 



MARTIN TOBIN, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
ABB LUMMUS CREST, INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants BRAKE SERVICE, TNC. and HUNTINGTON BRAKE 

SERVICE, TNC. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

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

BRAKE SERVICE, INC. and HUNTINGTON BRAKE SERVICE, INC. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants BRAKE SERVICE, INC. and HUNTINGTON BRAKE SERVICE, INC., be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York e, 201 1 
I 

By: B 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 10 William Street, 26‘h Floor 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 267-3091 570 Lexington Avenu 

FABIAN1 COHEN & HALL, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BRAKE SERVICE, INC. and 
HUNTINGTON BRAKE SERVICE, NC. 

‘ A y  - 9 2Q53 

h&\fl/ ‘‘‘”‘:r’ SO ORDERED, 
b .. 1 

f ’?: 5 D[:FQ Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler ‘300fi; r 

467429-1 APR 15  2011 



ROBERT SUNDMAN and PAMELA SUNDMAN 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 101082/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

- g 2011 
Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MAlUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti8 
700 Broadway A3ELER-DORR-OLI VER B6@I% 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2 ) s  8-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 

0000042076M038 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. * 
[Z 

Dated: New York, New York 

\qhy - 9 20" 

pJ c* ;',$,..& r YORK OFFICE' C D  ,>% 

C. Din0 HaloulGs, Esq:Oi;t4' LW-' 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



RICHARD ANGRISANO, as the Estate of S A M  ANGRISANO 
and ANGELINE ANGRISANO, Individually, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, 

Index N<&> 
11 1055/1998 
1 16682/2006 
1132794997 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
O L W R  BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated Harrison, New York - 04 . I ( .  11 

MA€UN GOODMAN,LLP NEW %JRK 
Attorneys forDefendants CLERKS OFFICE 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 500 
Attorneys for  Plaintisf KEELER-DORR-OLI V E M !  

, -  

(914) 412-7300 

Judge-Sherry Klein-Heitler 



PI aint i ffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 11 8351103 
(1+0425\ - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, THE OKONXTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April C 2 0 l l  

C. Dino Haloulos3sq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Partners 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 MAY - 9 2011 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

IndexNo,: 11 a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 83. ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE ORONITE COMPANY, N C . ,  hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April < 201 I 

Partners 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 fib:' 

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

~ 9 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 11 55 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April < 201 1 p@y 9 20'1 

McCuIlough Ginsberg Montano & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, XNC,, 

IndexNo.: 10 
c$!K?$ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant,' THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party* 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Partners 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 1 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 1002 I 

0 
f"14Y - 9 2011 

:tj*" 6% y$>i:x 
SO ORDERED, 

* > - 7  iL4,- cntjr..t : k - " ++. 7 'I ,? OWfcg] 



-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. : 
Defendants. 

JYCAL 

Index N ~ ( u 3 2  19/92/ 
102347/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e y < . , b ?  

UXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 
tilay - 9 20" 

Dated: New York, New York 

APf? 2 
SO ORDERED: 



RICHARD ANGRISANO, as the Estate of SAM ANGRISA 
and ANGELINE ANGRISANO, Individually, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

3 

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

Index No.: 10368211997 
11 1055/1998 

S-Y 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 
;$ " 

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

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 04 , I [ .  11 - 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(2 12)558-5500 

MAFUN GOODMAN~LLP [',IkW YC;W 
Attorneys forDefendants CLERI~S OFFICE KEELER-DORR-OLI VEK&k&$!?k 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 
(914) 412-7300 

, _  

JudgeSherry Klein-Heitler. 



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

IN RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ______-l-lll-----__________________ll_ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN PETRONE 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 104095/98 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

h e r e b y  requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, Cullen any Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
John Petrone Burn  ham L LC 
700 Broadway, 6th  Floor  177 Montague Street 
N e w  York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our  File No.: 11084-1 

S O  ORDERED: 

5 ZQll 
Hon. S h e r r y  K. Heitler 



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

RICHARD ANGRISANO, as the Estate of SAM ANGRISANO 
and ANGELINE ANGRISANO, Individually, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index Noc 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 ' ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

11 1055/1998 

1 13279/1997 

WHEREFORE, defendant JSEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 
* *  " 

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

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 04 . f I .  I I 

RE, P.C. -M tchvllc 1 &%-do 
MARIN GOODMAN,LLP f$E-,w YU3K 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff KEELER-DORR-OLI VEKQM#%!# Attorneys forDefendan& (I;LERKS OFFICE 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 I ,  

(2 12)558-5500 COMPANY 

(914) 412-7300 

Judge.Sherry Klein-Heitler. 



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

X NY CAL _-___________-------__l_____l_________ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JAMES MURPHY 

Plaintiff, 

I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 113121/98 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

A . C .  6r S., INC., et al., 

I 
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC,  hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC,  be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

- Cullen an?fDykman L L P  
Attorneys for Defendant 

* Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
J a m e s  Murphy Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, N e w  Y o r k  11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 8 

i ,; L 
O U P !  - .  Fqil 11084-1 



Index No.: 1 18 174/98 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFOM, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against I Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

April 
n - 9 2011 

Np$J Y0R"rC c D/d& ER~('S OFF\@ 
C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

COUNTY bx 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  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 l____--_l----_l_____________________II 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 118509/98 
TERRANCE J. FOLEY 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby reques ts  summarj' 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and t he re  b e i n g  no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon n o t i c e  to all co-defendants, all claims anc. 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed witk. 

prejudice and without costs. 

- against - 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Terrance J. Foley Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor  177 Montague Street 
New York, New York loci03 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 855- 0 0 
Our  File 6.1 L1GD 212-558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK C I T Y  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _____________------I____1_____________ 

ASBESTOS L I T I G A T I O N  
X ____lll-l--__l_________________lll____ 

This Document Relates to: 
CHESTER HORNER 

- against 

A.C. & S., INC 

Plaintiff, 

, et al., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 119874/98 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there  being n 

opposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Ch es t er Horn er  Burnham LLC 
7 0 0  B r o a d w a y ,  6'h Floor 1 7 7  Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500  (718) 855-9000 

wit 

F iTE a Our  File No. 

COUNTY CLERK 



Plaintiff, 
Index No.: 108083/06 

fZzl906/9- 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April tf, 201 1 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defen 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53rd Street, 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 

Hon. Sherry K1ein-W; 



LINDA HUSSAIN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH C. LANG and NANCY LANG, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
1,AS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108713/2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLrVlER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEMFOM, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 
> 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with p 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 04 .I/. / 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintisf 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

, . ." 

I? 

Attorneys forDefendants 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 50 1 

KEELER-DORR-OLIWR BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

Judge.Sheny Klein-Heher. 



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

X NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - _ - _ - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I . A . S .  Part 3 0  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X ________lll_l_ll-ll------------------- 

T h i s  Document Relates  to: Index N o . :  100050/99 
JOSEPH A .  MASSARO J R .  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

A.C. & S., INC., e t  al., 

I Defendants .  
X _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

and R u l e s  Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint agains 

d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, with pre jud ice ,  and the re  b e i n g  n 
~ 

o p p o s i t i o n  t h e r e t o ,  

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

p r e j u d i c e  and w i t h o u t  cos t s .  

Dated: Bro N e w  Y o r k  

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
A t t o r n e y s  for Defendant 

Joseph A. M a s s a r o  J r .  B u r n h a m  LLC 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th F l o o r  177 Montague S t r e e t  
New York ,  N e w  York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our F i l e  No. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFW 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH A MASSARO and MARY 
JEAN MASSARO 
VS. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100050/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12 , dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OW THE STATE OW NEW YORK 
COUNTY OR NEW YORK 

INIRE NEW YORKCXTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY ANN NICOMETO, 
Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of CHARLES J M S  
MCOMETO, 
PIaintiff(s1, 

A.C. AlyD S, INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONRACTJNG & SUPPLY), ET AIL. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(HON. SFXERRY KLEIN HEELER) 

INDEX NO.: 101005l99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
SUIDGMF,NT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
.r) I-1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

. 

ON, McNEIU, P.C. 

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212)227-7878 1 L E D 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EMILIO PAOLINI, 

X -__11_____1__1"__1_1"----"---------------"--_~-----------1~----- 

X ---------------____I_Ill_ll__l__lf______-------~---------------- 

Index N m  
Plain ti ff, 101192/9 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 
x --_________1"IL_I"I1_II-------------------------~~~~---------~~~~- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

C. Dinoyaloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & Weitz & Luxenberg 

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

-- "_. ~ " .  

MAY - 9 ZQ'' 
SO ORDERED, 

r > \ q y  yO'-*rM I 
ouN,l?l C;LERlrC"S OFF\CE: 

I 
I 

rid .I 1 ~5201Id 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
IOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFLK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

-. 

JOANNE M. PARCELL and ROBERT 
G. WHELEN JR., as Co-Executors for 
the Estate of ROBERT GERARD 
WHELEN, and JOAN MARY 
WHELEN, Individually, 
Plaintiff@), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 103281/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 MAY - 9 2011 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Riley S t o S ; q r & a t E  D 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPRlEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LUIS A. VEGA AND 
DELIA SANTIAGO VEGA, 
PLAINTIFF($), 
vs. 
A.C. AND S.,INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY) et al., 
DEFENDANTS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 103810/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Yo 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 g 201' yN - 

APR 2 2 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARLTON WAITE, 
PLAINTIFF(S), 
vs. 
A.C. AND S.,INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY) et al., 
DEFENDANTS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 103942199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York p 7 1  L E D 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

y Stoker Corporation 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



WILLIAM P. SELMENSBERGER, and JEAN 
SELMENSBERGER, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMAlRY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________1_--_--___"_----------------------"--"---------*--_----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DQRR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

L E D  1 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Attorneys for Plaintifs KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

APR 2 2 2011 



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: 
Myra W. Strauss, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of John F. 
Strauss, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 105670/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar: 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practict 

Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaini 

against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there bein: 

no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissec 

with prejudice and without costs. F I  
Dated: 

, 2011 

Myra W. S t r a u s s ,  I n d i v i d u a l l y  Burnham LLC 
and as Executrix f o r  t he  Estate 177 Montague Street 
of John F. S t r a u s s  Brooklyn, New York 11201 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 855-9000 
New York, New York 100 : 11084-2462 

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: 

PAUL AMBERY and THERESA L. 
AMBERY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTWCTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 106315/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



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

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: 1 1003 1/05 
, , d 8 5 9 9 / 9 9  '3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC.) hereby requests 

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

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

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

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

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April <, 201 1 

Lisa Busch, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 1 

C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

(212) 558-5500 
0003 

SO ORDERED,. 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALFONSO VINCENT BUONO 
AND MARGARET MARY BUONO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

vs. 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 113506/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARI 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
ey Stoker Corporation 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York F7f L E D (212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

MAY - 9 2011 

b:5W YQRK 
SO ORDERED: UN i Y CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DELANO B. CASSAR AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF 
STANLEY J. CASSAR AND 
DELANO B. CASSAR, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 
n 

INDEX NO.:-> 
124442102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARI 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New Y 
(212) 558-5500 

So ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY J. DOBIES AND CECILIA 
DOBIES, 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AL. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.G-> 
100300101 
113953103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above- 

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

against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq.- 
WEITZ & LUXENR 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

SON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

\LED 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118495199 
AND LESLIE A. LIPKIND AS 
CO-EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF BERNARD ASCH I 
vs. 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARI 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
y Stoker Corporation 

233 Broadway 
~ e w  York, New York 1 6 9 1  L E 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 
HAY - 9 2011 



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) 

This Document R e l a t e s  to: 
JOHN N .  SCHAEFER 

Plaintiff, 

Index No.: 119068/99 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summar 

judgment i n  the above-entitled case, p u r s u a n t  to Civil Practice L a  

and R u l e s  S e c t i o n  §3212,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint a g a i n s  

d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

(::TOSS claims a g a i n s t  defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t  , 

prejudice and without costs. I 
Dated: Brooklun, N e w  York 

47 7 , 2011 

Danny K r a f t  Jr. , olillo, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plain Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway, Floor 
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 Brooklyn, New Y 

B u r n h a m  LLC 
177 Montague Street 

John N. Schaefer4 7' 
a 212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our F i l e  No.: 

y\A'( - 9 20'' 
SO ORDER 

----.APR 15 2011 
- 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT WLATES TO: 

JOHN J. MAKOFSKE 
AND KATHRYN V. MAKOFSKE, 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 

CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 120119/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARJ 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

- 9 20'1 

I tFjIV YORK 
rQUN iy CLERKS 

SO ORDERED: 
I 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., eJ & 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORTJER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

I WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

--+h+-- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 100 18 New York, New Y 
(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York /-% 

SO ORDERED: [-= 
APR 2 2 2011 



FRANK S. COURTNEY JR. and JOANNE P. COURTNEY, 

Plaintiff, 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOLLER COMPANY, et al. 

Date: 4/18/2011 3:51:40 PM 

NYCAL 
LA.$. P'kt 30 
(Heitler, 3.) 

105809/2000 
124342/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SuMlVzGRY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION A N D  
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEMlWRE, defendant KBELER-~RR-OLIv13R BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintif€$ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLNER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORZIRRED, that upon notice to al l  defendants, all claims and cross-claims against &fendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. / 

Dated: New York, New York / , / I  / 

700 Broadway 
New Yo& NY ,10003 
(2 12)SSS-SSOO 

MARTET GOODMAN,%LP. 
Attormys for Defn&nt 
DEUR-DORR-OUFER BOILER 

COMPANY 500 Mamaroneck Avenue4 g J p Q  ! 
g 2011 

Harrison, NY 10528 

(212) 661-1151 fitly - 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmnksr fay Rawer For mnre infnrmatinn visit. httn./haw nfi cnm 



i-iuiii. rmrnaKmr IO; iviarin cjooaman rage: 4/4 Uate: 4/18/2011 331 :41 PM 

DIANE GIARDIELLO, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JOHN GJARDELLO, and DL4NE GMRDIELLO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

mea 
I.A.S. Part 30 
meitler, J.) 

1 I r i d e x N 6 a  

1049 18/2004 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT , 

MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
mELERwD0R.R- 

C O M P W  

WHEREFOREp 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 BOEER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and thm being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same RB hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dakd Harrison, New York Y l ? / V  

.- .*'  

700 Broadway 
New Yo& NY 1000 
Allornqs fer P h h r i !  

MAm GOODMAN, Lip.  
Attorntiys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 

KEELER-DOR.RGOLII/BRB~I~@+I L E D 
MAY - 9 2011 

AFK 222011 

Tkir b v  wee e m n t  with CFI FAYrnalrnr fay rnnier Fnr mnrn infnrmntinn wicit. httn-IEUMMI nfi m m  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

2bZb'"rg 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
ALVIN E. EHL, 
Plain tiff(s), 
vs. 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AL. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105849-00 
<l-%iFQ 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in th above- 

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

against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6* F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

N, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

0 

SO ORDERED: 



INDEX 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL GACH, and PHYLLIS GACH, 
individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & 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 

d defendant DEE= & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismiss 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
- 9 2011 

rl7 ,2011 

dl-.d / 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Danny R. Kraft 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 New York, NY 10022 
(212) 558-5500 

----.._._I ," _-,_ + +-- .. -.. 

SO ORDERED: 
CH2\95485 13 1 

APR 2 2 2011 

I 



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

I 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALMA TARANTO, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH E. TARANTO, 
PLAINTIFF(S), 
vs. 
A.C. AND S.,INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY) et al., 
DEFENDANTS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 122161199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 
Flay - 9 20'' 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
YOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EUGENE MEDAGLIA and ROSE 
MEDAGLIA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 122186199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 102 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 
MAY - 9 2Ol1 



J7 CA 

LILLIAN NASCA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ANTHONY NASCA, and LILLIAN NASCA, 
Individually, 

: Index Nos. 109050/00 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

D 
g 2011 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 

PmY Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

APR 2 2 POI1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DANIEL F. SULLIVAN and ANN M. 
SULLIVAN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

INDEX NG3ca (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

IO0 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RIE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK LOPOPOLO and CELIA 
LOPOPOLO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ETAL. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 125319199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND I 

ORDER 

Defendants. I] 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. .q\, (1 11 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
y Stoker Corporation 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

APR 2 Z 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM A. McBFUDE JR. AND 
KATE McBRIDE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

n 
INDEX NQf.:r125768/9e/’ 

107302100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

o E % &  Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \! 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Stoker Corporation 

233 Broa 
New York, New York 10 PI D (212) 227-7878 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
TOUNTY OF NEW YORK m 

IN Rl3 NEW Y O U  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FtELATES TO: 

MARIO VASCONI and MARIE 
VASCONI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX N O . ? !  
125770199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Corporation 

233 Broadway 
New York, New Yor 
(2 12) 227-7878 

MAY - 9 2011 

APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY I OF NEW YORK m 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JANE TACCONE KOLB, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN TACCONE, 
PLAINTIFF($), 
vs. 
A.C. AND S.,INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY) et al., 
DEFENDANTS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100546/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

a 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

@&4p&*% 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

- 9 2011 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
q lp l l  r \  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON qlV&& 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

c 9 201’ 
le No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4546801.1 



- against - 

THE OKONXTE COMPANY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' compIaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March 27,201 1 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York */Pv\\ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

g 201' SO ORDERED, 
NAY 

4546854.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS ROKSVOLD and 
MARYANNE ROKSVOLD 
vs. 
A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100665/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 
I 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 F I L E D  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK C I T Y  

I N  R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN G. PALASZYNSKI 

Plaintiff, 

A.C. 

- against - 

& S . ,  INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index N o .  : 102468/00 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

and Rules Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Attorneys for Plain 
John G. Palaszynski B u m  ham L LC 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, N e w  York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718 855-9000 O u r i d i I e k o E  D O 8 4 - 1  



:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CONSTANCE M. MONTGOMERY, 
Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of 
ROBERT MONTGOMERY 
vs. 
A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO.. ET AIL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102789100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MAY - 9 2011 
SO ORDERED: 



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

-against- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New$xlxlzwlyk 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

Lois Kim, Esq. 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 MAY - 9 2011 

Hon. Sherry &in Heitler, J.S.C. 
t i  222011 



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

IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30  
X NYCAL ______-------------lc__I___________I__ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X I----________-------____II____________ 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 103413/00 
WILLIAM A. WAGNER 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC i E n d  wit4 

prejudice and without costs. F"IY - 9 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
W i l l i a m  A. Wagner 
700 Broadway, 6t" 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 



- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X r l C " - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
4/\+ /. f 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4546756.1 



This document relates to: 

LOUIS COLELLO Index No.: 104264-00 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo 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 Piieumo Abex LLC, with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OmERED,  that upon iiotice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneunlo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York L/I2@/1/ 

-- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz and Luxenberg, I,Lp 
Attorneys for Plaint~ff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORIIERED. k 
APR 2 2 2011 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FU3LATES TO: 

MARIA SRAMEK, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH SRAMEK, and 
MARIA SRAMEK, as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of 
CATHERINE SRAMEK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S, ,  INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105282/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

e, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 MAY - 9  2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD R. KENT 
vs. 
A.C. and S., ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO,: 105342100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 +EQ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 la' @9 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Kleii Heitler 



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) 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &: 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being ncl 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 105342/00 
Kristina Kent, Individually and as 
Executrix f o r  the Estate of Ronald R. 
Kent , 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.C. & S., I n c . ,  et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Inc. , be dismissed with prejudice and without co 

Dated: 

Danny R. K r a f t 2 ,  E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenber P.C. 
Attorneys for P intiff 
Kristina Kent, I n d i v i d u a l l y  and  M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
as Executrix f o r  the E s t a t e  of Inc. 
Ronald R .  K e n t  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor New York 11201 
New York, New York 100 000 

..'E 10924-6463 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitl r 

JPR 2*2 2811 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT ]RELATES TO: 

GERALD W. JENKINS and 
HAZEL JENKINS, 
PLAINTIFF($), 

vs. 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 
DEFENDANTS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105365/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

ERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ey Stoker Corporation 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

MAY - 9 2011 

FFICE~ SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, & al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGrnNT 
MOTION AND 
0RDF.R AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORFt-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plainti&' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLEUX COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against aefendant 

KEELER-hRR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

/ and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo& New York Y /7/) / 

700 Broadway 
New Yo& NY 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

AWrmys for Defn&nt 
KEELXR-DORR-OLZIZR BOZLER 
COMPANY ' 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-S 
Harrison, NY 10528 

', 

g 2011 
NAY - 1 (212) 661-1151 

this fax was smt  with GFI FAXmaker far server For mnre infnrmatinn vicil. httn./+ rrfi anm 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
ALVIN E. EHL, 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AL. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6'h F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

i 



. . . . . ... 

This document relates to: 

DUNE GIARDIELLO, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JOHN GIARDIELLO, and DIANE GICARI)IELLO, 

1 049 1 8/2004 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSJTION 
SUMMGRY 
JUDGMENT , 

MOTION ANlD 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 
KEELERDDRR- 
OLIVER BOILER 1 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. COMPANY 
x --l-_--le---1---_--l_l_r__l_l_________l_~----~----1---- 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELE€I-DORR-OLNER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DOFtR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

O&DERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DO=-OLNER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same 8ce hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New Y% V h / V  
,n 

_.-.*-* 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 
Aifomeys fer Plaint@ 

- 

MAJ36l GOODMAN, LLP, 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaromck AvenueSuite 501 
M s a n ,  NY 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OIJWR B 

". 9 2011 

Thie F e w  \*me e n d  with CFI F A Y m m l r e r  fsv rzmnmr %r mnrP inhrmai'inn vicit h t t n ' t h n u  nfi rnm 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
IOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JACQUE MARTIN, Individually and as 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
CHRISTOPHER F. MARTIN, 
PLAINTIFF($), 

vs. 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 106810/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

DEFENDANTS. 
5 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

MAY - 9 2011 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
TOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN HICKS AND CHRISTINE 
HICKS, 
PLAINTIFF( S), 

vs. 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 
DEFENDANTS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 106979100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

M A Y  - 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARIO VASCONI and MARIE 
VASCONI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

MAY - 9 2011 

Fd YORK 
CLERK'S OFFICEi 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK * 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM A. McBRIDE JR. AND 
KATE McBRIDE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHEFLRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \-+' 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Stoker Corporation 

New York, New York 10 
(212) 227-7878 

F 
imav 



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

IN RIE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GLORIA MACLARTY, AS 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM 
MACLARTY AND GLORIA 
MACLARTY, INDIVIDUALLY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC, (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107482/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. * 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
y Stoker Corporation 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JERRY E. MALANEY 
vs. 
A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY I U E l N  HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107492/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Doiald J. Fay, EsqmA 
' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 g 201' 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 VhY 

SO ORDERED: 

APR 2 2 201i 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ___________________-_____I____________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___--------________------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
JERRY E. MALANEY 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 107492/00 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Jerry E. Malaney Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 177 Montague Street 
New Y o r k ,  New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our  File No.: 11084-1 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED: 

MAY - 9 2011 
I 



536.15590/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable vLAerry 
This document relates to: 

sin :itler) 

EDWARD GUNTRIPP, Deceased, : Index No.: 
111674/00 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 

: Trial Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

DATED: q / T  / 
East Ha?over, New Jersey MAY - 9 2011 

lYQ 
FFLANK M. ORTIZ, E S V  
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for P aintiff & FLINN 

New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

700 Broadway c.. 
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 

ROBERT L. TRAVIS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108359/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMT, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Tnc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs, 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 

so ORDERED, 
Hon 



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

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

RAIMONDO PICINIC 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience 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 f/k/a BMI, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

. File No.: 473.85795 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER F. DEMBROSKI, 
as Administrator for the Estate of 
PETER DEMBROSKI, 
PLAINTIFF(S), 
vs. 
A.C. and S., INC., (ARMONSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 
DEFENDANTS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 108548/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 P'O L E D New York, New York 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

MAY - 9 2011 I .  



NYCAL 

Index No. 108551/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: , 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Frank M. Ort 

D 264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York lOOlf \ L E 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 
HAY 9 '"' 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

APR 2 2 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
MILTON STROBER 1,A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 10855 1/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

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 

File No.: 473.8581 1 
(914) 345-7301 



536.06796/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

YILTON STROBER, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable 

Index No. : 

(November 

,,,erry Klein Hei 

108551/00 

010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

ler) 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpora ion, be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co 

DATED : 

iP 
y I 7  I [ /  

BAY - 9 2071 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

& FLINN 

*-Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

t Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiff's complaint against defendant Pneurno Abex LLC, with prejudice, tliere 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 

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

' 212 981-4501 ext. 15 

i 

c 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DORIS TAYLOR, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS W. TAYLOR 
AND DORIS TAYLOR, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 108912/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 3 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be 

costs. I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

and the same are hereby dismissed with pduw without 

Attorneys f w t o k e r  Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 



SUPRlEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAUL L. TROPEANO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 108936/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

3 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New 
(2 12) 227-7878 (2 12) 558-5500 



-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ad. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

--v=+-- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Inc. 

f \ L E Q  
700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street 

New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 302-2400 

g 2 0 ~ ~  
fllay - 

Dated: New York, New York 
t4E.N yg@G@ 

CLEP SO ORDERED: 

APR 2 2 



536.11363/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30  

(Honorable Sherry Klein H 
This document relates to: 

it1 r) 

ANTHONY NASCA, : Index No.: 1 0 9 0 5 2 / 0 0  

Plaintiff, : (November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: Trial Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDG;MENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

pre jud ice ,  and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho o Fi 
DATED : y /7 /ti 
East Hanover, New Jersey MAY - 9 2011 2 WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintif 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

0 7 9 3 6  

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: 

IRENE MARONEY, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN M. MARONEY 
AND IRENE MARONEY, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 
PLAINTIFF( S) , 
vs. 
A.C. AND S.,INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRGCTING & 
SUPPLY) et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY IUEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 109094/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

DEFENDANTS 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

iley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 102 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_____--____-_____-_____l___________l__ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

__-____-_____I______------------------ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 109431/00 
JOHN L. MATHIS 

NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summaqr 

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

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against. 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed witk. 

prejudice and without costs. 

- against - 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John L. M a t h i s  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

D 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-90 

Our File No. 

SO ORDERED:  & 
MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
couN-rY CLERK'S OFFICE e Hon. Sherry h: Heltler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT E. MURPHY and EILEEN 
A. MURPHY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 109450/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER - - c -1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., ' 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, % P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 MAY - 9 2 ~ 1 )  

SO ORDERED: 



T SUPREME COURT OF THE F NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _  ---I----------_---_----_x 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
Charles R. Rumfola, as Administrator 
f o r  the Estate of Charles M. Rumfola, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

TE 

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

Index No.: 109778/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMRRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ - - - _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - - _ - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 5321; 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being I 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Cc 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without P9.L E 0 
Brook1 n, New York 

zrfrlq / 2011 
Dated: 

Michael Fanelli, Esq.' 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
C h a r l e s  R. R u m f o l a ,  a s  M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co.  
Administrator f o r  the Estate of Inc. 
Charles M. R u m f o l a  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

+ New York, New York 1 5-9000 
-*NO. : 10924-3473 

So Ordered: 



7 ,  

SUPREME COURT F THE TATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
__-___________t___________ I__________  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Anthony C. Bagnett (Deceased), 

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

Index No.: 110574/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D W N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Cc 

PslsL E IE; Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without 

Brook1 n, New York 'i , 2011 
Dated: 

4 I9  

1 Fanel&?, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Anthony C. Bagnett (Deceased) Mario & DiBono Plas ter ing  C o .  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(7181 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  . - - ,  

-7- 10 9 2 4 - 12 2 0 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_____--_______-_________l_________l___ X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

- l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _  X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 111114/00 
THOMAS SCERE 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
____-______________-_______________I__ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summarl' 

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

and Rules Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against. 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

prejudice and without costs. 

f F\cE 
F r a n k  Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
T h o m a s  Scere B u m  ham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6'" F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New York  10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 
Our File No.: 11084-1 

S O  ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



536.15590/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

EDWARD GUNTRIPP, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOFLATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(November 2010 Monthly FIFO 
Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEmFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereb; 

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

Civil Practice L a w  and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l a  

with 

ms and 

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

same are  hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i  

DATED: q / T  / 
East HaGover, New Jersey MAY - 9 2011 

F W K  M. ORTIZ, 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for P aintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

700 Broadway e_. ," 

I P.O. Box 438 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

a 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK FRACCALVIERI 
PLAINTIFF( S), 
vs. 
A.C. 8z S. INC, (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 112444-00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. 3 \ b 3 \ \\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERm.C. OFWE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



James Baldwin 

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

Index No: 1 125 17/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dis 

+"9 prejudice and without costs. :,* 
r 

Dated: New I.I[iY - 9 20" 

t'3E.W YORK 
KS O F F G ~ ~  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

".*- 

SO ORDERED, 

4546752.1 



SUPFEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HARRY OKIN AND GLORIA T. OKIN 
PLAINTIFF( S) , 
vs. 
A.C. AND S.,INC, (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY) et al., 
DEFENDANTS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 112694/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



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

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

RAIMONDO PICNIC 

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

Index No:- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

. File No.: 473.85795 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DANIEL F. SULLIVAN and ANN M. 
SULLIVAN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX ""(0 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORX, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
4 h 4 t l \  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

n 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.00 

SO ORDERED, 

45468 19.1 



Daniel Ruggiero NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York New York 
/ W r  

*....*.* Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ s *  Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC \> WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10 

ur File No. 05335.0000 P I L E D  
MAY - 9 2011 SO ORDERED, 

P J -"kV VORK 
prll \>\(+lj*~'tl;~~wa 69FfrnY 

L \ I  J R  2 2 2011 

4546830.1 



LELAND W. MILLINGTON (Dec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant . COMPANY 
X -------_____*I------_____________*______-----------~-~---------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 09 ,/8, I /  

WEITZ & LUX EN BERG^ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Russell S. Jarnison, E s W \  
MARIN GOODMAN, L P. 
Attorneys for Defendant u 
KEELER-DORR-OLIV yy."EO 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * * - - - - - - - - - - - - - " *  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
31 \-I f t \  

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 
Our File No. 05335.0 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Q 
2Q71 

SO ORDERED, fib. 09 

4546796.1 



7104718 (1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 
I 
I 
I SHIRLEY S. NEWMAN, Individually and as 

Executrix for the Estate of CHARLES LEE 
NEWMAN 

I Civil Action No, 117846-00 
I 

Plaintvfs I I 

I 
I 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et a1 I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Defendants 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industsies, Inc., as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 3212, hsrnissing plaintiff's complaint against Motion Control, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBE- 
700 Broadway - 

New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
2 12-558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

'APR 9 3 n r  1 

Russell A. Pepe, Esq. 
HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
130 Mzin Street 
Hackensack, NJ 07601 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, Inc. 

201-487-1080 

F I L E D  

SO ORDERED: 
HONORABLE SHERRY KLEIN HEI' 

1776397-1 

I 



- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. MOTION & ORDER 
X _____________________l_____l_______ll___------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONI'TE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March ~1 ,201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendan 
320 East 53'd Street, Sui 

(212) 558-5500 

APR 15 2QlI 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

! 

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

Dated: New York, New York +v I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

W I T Z  & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

FI L E D Our File No. 05335.000 
_- 

MAY - 9 ?of\ SO ORDERED, 

A m  2 2 2011 
4546827.1 



: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaint iff( s) , 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

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

MAY - 9 ZMi 

k"y **,! YP:PY 
Dated: New York, New York 

p<S 4-JFd;lw ' 

SO ORDERED: 

AF'R 2 2 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
RAYMOND RYSKOWSKI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 107575/01&=> 100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc, f/Wa EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



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

Index No: 
1 0644 1/0 1 19385/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1 OS23 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86310 

1 
MAY - 9 2011 

APR 2 2 2011 NEW SO ORDERED, 



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

_- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: 
124999100 

HENRY J. ALLEN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 11,201 1 

el J. CurticEsq. 
WEITZ & & BRADL 

New York, New York 10003 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 

A ttorneys,for Plaintiff 
g 2011 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

Hon. S h e d  Klein Heitler 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DAVID BLENKENSOPP 
PLAINTIFF(S), 
vs. 
A.C. and S., ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 119388/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1$;91 L E D 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

MAY - 9 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_r""_ - - - - - - -__ - -_ -_ -___1__3_____________-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120329/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - _ _ _ " l l l c I - - - " - _ - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - I I - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Donald F. Ver Hague NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
q, hw l t  

Q)Ldi- / 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 05335.000 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

~ p 7 1  o E D 
SO ORDERED, 

MAY - 9 2011 

4546836.1 



-Y 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_"_-_______"___-_ l___ I_ f____r__ l________-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1 107/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

___*_____ l r____*___"____r_ l____________r -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Barbara J. Ladwig as Personal Representative for the Estate 
of Donald G. Ladwig and Barbara J. Ladwig as Spouse 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

M-OTION AND 
ORDER 

.- JUDGMENT I 
__r____-___r_"_________________l____ll__- x 

WHEREFORE, defendant TEXTRON INC., incorrectly s/h/a TEXTRON INC. 
Individually and as Successor to BYRON JACKSON (herein after "TEXTRON INC."), 
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against TEXTRON INC., with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
TEXTRON INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

2 12-490-3000 
Our File No.: 06507.00938 

SO ORDERED, 

433 1213.1 



536.08724/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry K11 in Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JOSEPH J. McINERNEY, Deceased, : Index No.: 1 2 2 0 5 3 / 0 0  

Plaintiff, 

V S .  

: (December 2010 Monthly FIFO 
: T r i a l  Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
101~ 

DATED: Y/'1 ' I  
East Hanover, New Jersey 

d ?  > 
F M K  M. ORTIZ, m. 
WEITZ 6r L U X E ~  
Attorneys f r Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable S m r y  Mein  Heitler 

APR 15201t' 



SUZANNE MCINERNEY, Individually and as : Index No. 122053/00 
Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH JOHN 
MCINERNEY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 
Danny R. Kraft Jr., 

New York, New York 1 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 

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

B 

E D  
264 west 40* Street 
NewYork,NewYork 10018 MAY I g 2011 
(212) 302-2400 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: ' 4 2 2011/ 
Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



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

Index No: 123830/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire 8 z  
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice an 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 East 42"d Street 

D New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536. 37 FAL 2 12-490-3000 

HAY - 9 20'' SO ORDERED, 

4546888.1 



, -  , -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
cl/tJ/ \ \  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 0533 5 .OOOO 1 

SO ORDERED, 

4546760.1 

I I L b U  

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFIS] 



. . . - . . . . 

FRANK: S. COURTNEY JR. and JOANNE P. COURTNEY, 

PIahtiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DOFtR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P'art 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 121 85611999 

@E2& 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MO'ICION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDAHT 
KFZLER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILF,R 
COMPANY 

WHBREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOFtR-OLIWR BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abovamtitled case, pursuant to CiII Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLTVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

OmERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOEER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

APR 2 2 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fay server For mnre infnrmatinn visit hHn*//www nfi cnm 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
~ 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY J. ALLEN 

Index No. 11938 @LEb 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X I 
WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Cop.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

~ 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff neys for Defendant 

(212) 791-0285 NEVd yoRK 
rouc4Tv GLERKS oFF‘ce 

(212) 558-5500 

J 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YOFW 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHESTER HORNER 
PLAINTIFF( S), 
vs. 
ADIENCE INC., ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 125131100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
I JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Braadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corpora 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

E \ L E O  
79 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 g 201‘ 
HP’C a 



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

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT IIIELATES TO: 

TERRANCE FOLEY INDEX NO.: 125131/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ADIENCE, INC., ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are h issed with prejudice without 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

-e 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

APR 2 2 2011 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
-It/ t q / t ,  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00 

MAY - 9 2011 

f4E'lrJ YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE; 

SO ORDERED, 

4546753.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY J. DOBIES AND CECILIA 
DOBIES, 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AL. 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 114491199 

1=953/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

iley, Inc., requests summasy judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



James M. Eckert NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
4/,+\ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New 
Our File No. 053 

4546763.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

IcEVIlV M. MONETTE, as Executor 
for the Estate of EARZ, R. MONETTE, 
and KEVIN M. MONETTE, as 
Administrator for the Estate of 
FRANCES F. MONETTE, Individually 
vs. 
A.C. and S.. INC.. ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO,: 101145/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same missed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Stoker Corporation 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 3 - _ _ _ _ _ _ 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

George Gonyo 

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

Index No: 101721/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

r in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

DZ%T 
FrankOrtiz,Es . 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

aconda Wire & 
Cable Co, 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 
VAY * 9 ZO'' 

4546889.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New Yo k New York 
&A 1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

W I T Z  & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  17 

MAY - 9 2o11 

YORK SO ORDERED, 

C o U N n  CLERKS OFF''' 

APR 15 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FELICIA KENSY, Individually and as 
Administratix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND T. KENSY 
vs. 
AX,  and S., INC., ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102456/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
0RI)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 N e w Y o r k , N e w Y o r k P 7 1  L E D j 

Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

MAY - 9 2011 

SO ORDERED: 



From: FAXmaker To: Marin Goodman Page: 3/3 Date: 4/18/2011 3:53:42 PM i 

CLARA M. LIGAMMARE, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of LAWRENCE A. LIGAMMARE, 

Plaintiff) 

-against- 

KEELER-DORIC OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 104033/2001 

NO OPPOSXTION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOLLER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint a.gainst dcfendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDE&ED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agaihst defendant 

KEELER-DOFLR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be arid the same are hereby dismissed with prej,udice 

and without costs, 

Dated: Harrison, NY y 17 1 I / 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 COMPANY MAY - 9 2Ol1 
(21 2)558-S50O 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OL 

40 Wall Street, 57Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10005 i",,t:Ivd YORK 
(212) 661-1151 

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 

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

-against- 

A.C. & S., mC., @ al., 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

NewYork,NewYork l O O l 8 F  1 L E D , I (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



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

Index No.: 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

X __11----_______~"1___----------~-""~~-----~~"_~~------"~~~~~----- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

REUBEN GOLDMAN, 
X _____lr_-_------______ll___r____________~------~"~~--------~~--- 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

X I_lt------------l___________________I___------"-----------"----- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March27,2011 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53rd Street, 
(212) 558-5500 Yor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED, MAY - 9 2011 

pg;:":' J y f p <  
APR 15 201~--3347+i (;\~YxS OWcE 



Reuben W. Goldman NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
4 / t  &If\\ 

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

I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

F I L E D  
MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCEj 

SO ORDERED, 

4546766.1 



I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - * e - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
4 4 / v  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 0 

ur File No. 0 5 3 3 P # l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Q 
g ZQIl 

SO ORDERED, vp.'( - 

4546778. I 



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

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

This Document relates to: 
i Index No. 105477/01 

Ethel L. Korosecz and Frank Korosecz, 

Plaintiff, 
“against- : NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., individually and improperly sued 

herein as “Peerless Heater Co., Inc.,” hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., individually and improperly sued herein as “Peerless Heater Co., 

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

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

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
*u ‘ I t -  201 1 f l  n 

Ana M. Northcraft, &Q.d 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

W k G j L -  ‘. . 
Me& E. &gstein, Esq. &- 
Attornev for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBO~S BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

Ethel L. Korosecz and Frank Korosecz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 
MAY - 9 2011 

I--. 

SO ORDERED, 
Y V 

1863-22382 

4843-3280-7688.1 

NEW YURK 
WUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -__--_--_-_.--------____l_____________ll- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105605/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 1 _ _ 1 - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
c \ / l * / h  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA 
150 East 4Yd Street 
New York, New York 

4546793.1 



." .  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ c _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, Ne York 4/\.tL 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Etq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

ur File No. 053g0000 

SO ORDERED, 
MAY 9 21111 

4546809.1 
APR 2 2 2011 



I 

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

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

FLOYD PONZI 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.> 

0: 100782/03 & &E%T?& 1 19385/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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 f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/ 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86310 MAY - 9 2011 



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 107086/01 

STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys*for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212)791-0285 MAY - 9 2011 

Hon. She& Klein Heitler 



From: FAXmaker To: McGivney Kluger PC Page: 3/3 Date: 4/18/2011 3:17:07 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
. ,  COUNTY OF NEW YORK , <  

IN RE: NEW Y O K  COUNTY i NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN HARDOBY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
GREGORY HARDOBY AND DIANE RABIEJ, 
AS CO-EXECUTRICES FOR THE ESTATE OF 
GEORGE HARDOBY, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Index No.: 107297/01 

i 
NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, MOTION AND OFlDER 

-against- 
J 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., el al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary idgment the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
4 7  ,2011 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Es4. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Hasdoby and Diane Rabiej, as Co-Executrices 
for the Estate of George Hard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 BROADWAY 

0 

T I L E D  
(21 2) 509-3456 WYORK 10003 MAY - 9 2011 

r: ?I YORK 
TT IN TY C L m c s  OFFICE' SO OmERED, 

2571-0507 

N0028243-1 APR 2 2  2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:lhcurww.gfi.com 

http:lhcurww.gfi.com


Angelo Tomasello NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ 1 _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, N w York 
3c !,*P \ \  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 2 
4546832.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 I c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

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

Raymond Ryskowski NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
W W \ \  

QpL& I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
W I T 2  & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 05335.000 1 

lf"LED 1 

\qay - 9 20" 
SO ORDERED, 

:i 2 s 2011 
454683 1.1 



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

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

RAYMOND RYSKOWSKI 

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

0 0 7 7 9 1 0 3  & 
107575/01 119384/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER - 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Tnc., improperly named as Premier 

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

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

plaintifr s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc, f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fk/a 

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

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Xnc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flkh Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



LINDA HUSSAIN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH C. LANG and NANCY LANG, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 6 &  
1 1204812006 
12191 9/1998 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 
> 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 04 
I / I 

</ <?*%z2kL, P.C. -Iy)Lh4 b I l J  
700 Broadway MARIN GOODMAN,LLP r ; m N ~ ’  
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys forllefendants 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 
(2 12)558-5500 

1 

Judge.Sheq Klein-Heitler. 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 
(914) 412-7300 

APR 2 2  20111 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing pIaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
*.I /I -t / t \  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

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

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 

so ORDERED, 

a 
r;\/jy - 9 20" 

New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 

, 

4546783.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
4/\4/1\ 

<)&a ! 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

45468 16.1 



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

(+?%-Ea 
115593/01 

JAMES BARRY (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. E D  
Dated: Albertson, New York 4 / A  ,2011 pIAy - 9 2011 

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

torneys for Defendant 

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

I (516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

Q 11 1218/01 

ALPHONSO JACKSON 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. F I L  
Dated: Albertson, New York 

MAY - 9  2011 

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

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

ttorneys for Defendant 

son, New York 11507 
SO ORDERED, 9 (516) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

APR 15 2011 



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

11 1219/01 Q 
LAWRENCE NAIGLER (Deceased) 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

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

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

ttorneys for Defendant 

ew York 11507 
33 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 15 2011 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

EDWARD P. FRANK (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO _____l_________f____------~--------------------~---------~-------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, .New York 

WETTZ & LUXENBEI 

,2011 

_ _ _ _  HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TlSHMAN CONSTRUC 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as 

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

g ZQzl 

Eertson, New York 
(516) 294-5433 

SOORDERED, 9 
Hon. S ry KlEin Heitler 

APR 16 21011 



FRANK M. COLABELLA 

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

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

D without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

*- 9 "" 

I-_ NEW Y&F,G€' 
-nl-)NTY cw 

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

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

EMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

2 2 2011 



1 L 

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

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

LOUIS MONTELEONE 

NYCAL 

122427/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

-.- 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86635 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
MAY - 9 2011 

APR 2 2 2011 



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

This Document Relates to: 

121126/01 
PETER V. MATTHEWS JR. 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

- 
S & McMANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 1 0 ~ ~  



Plaintiff( s) 

-against- 

A.C & S. INC. et al, 

Index N e 1  11913/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, FUL TON BOILER WORKS, 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, FULTON BOILER WORKS, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

g 201' 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 2 Rector Street, 14th floor 

New York, NY 10006 \"\y - 

APR 15 20111 



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

120924/0 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York d w  ,2011 
- 9 20’’ 

hqTyq ycrr-K 
1 ’, (--ERIC‘S c 

.. 
; k F d  I 1. 

ES EDWARDS 

torneys for Defendant 
MERS  US 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
STRUCTION CO., INC. 
.U. Willets Road 

Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



536 .07695 /AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

FRED A. HOFMANN, JR., : Index No.: 6L-G 
111913/03 

Plaintiff, 

VS * : (January 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Civil Practice Law and R u l e s  Section 3212,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withug eoscg. 
*-* kw 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALC 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 
le Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

t Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN REi NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) ........................................................................ 
This Document Relates to: 

121118/01 

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

NATALE V. GRILL0 

__________________________lf_r__________------------------~-"~~--------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

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

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

-New York 11507 
433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

11 1224/01 Q 
FRED A. HOFMANN JR. 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: Albertson New York 

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
CnuNn CLERK'S OFFIa  

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 8, 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC . 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

rtson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

?@ I f  ! 1 { p j) 



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

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

EZRA CLARK 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. P m t  

Index 6- 1,11224/0 1 &/ 
120924/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

SO ORDERED, I 

ience UWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85922 
(914) 345-7301 

FILED 
Q 201' 

it 2 2011r 



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

$ 2 3  
1 18068/01 

JOHN J .  CULLEN 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertsm. New York 

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

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

New York 11507 
5433 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

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

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86608 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh- lein I-Eitler 

APR 2 2 40tl 



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

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

PETER DIMARTINO 

12253 0/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

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

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  



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

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

RONALD M. KIRK 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. F 
Dated: Albertson, New York MAY - 9 2011 

tq : ‘di; )yi : *, :( 
”- 

~ p C’‘ 7- * ~ ~ u N T {  ~ , - - - v  > t.r *:~FICE’ 

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

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

n, New York 11507 
4-5433 

Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 

AQR 1s 2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

.. . .~ . . ,. .. . . . I 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein 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 

WILLIAM H. WHARRY 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86676 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

2 2 2QI1 

F I L E D  



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

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

EDWARD F. MARTENS (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
MAY - 9 2011 

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

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

\ 

ertson, New York 11507 
4-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_________---------____________rl________~------------- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

X --------___.r------------------------~------------------------"~--------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

11 1230/01 P 2 2/01 
MICHAEL PALAZZO (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO _________---------__----------------------------------------------*-~--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: Albertson New York 

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
'S OFFICE 

MES EDWARDS 

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

ttorneys for Defendant 

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

w York 11507 
3 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 2  2011 



41 1 2 3 0 w  
123078/0 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albert o , New York q y  ,2011 

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

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor 
Interest to TISHMAN REALT 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. N~~ 'fORK 

UNfl  
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York ll5@ 

1-294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



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

VINCENT COSTA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 2017 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as SuccessoHiiii 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11568 

6)  294-5433 

A m  2 2 2011 
SO ORDERED, 



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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) a 1 1 123 1 /O 1 

RUDOLPH BIBOW 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

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

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

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

PETER CONNOLLY 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

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

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



(41 1234/0 1 J 
119235/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
+d>mu ;a b - 
.ii 

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

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

n, New York 11507 
4-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

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

Index No 
11 1866/01 

ANTHONY M. IACONO (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

F l b  
without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

MAY - 9 2011 

jr-: ' I, " I  i t  ,;, 
JAMES EDWARDS ~OUNT;I ~ , . . . ; i  _ $ +  I:, !r-j!- ;:icg 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

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

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

(538, New York 11507 
94-5433 

dAttorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CAFUUER CORPORATION incorrectly s h / a  

CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT 

HEATING AND COOLING SYSTEMS and as BRYANT HEATING AND COOLING 

SYSTEMS (herein after “CARIRIER CORPORATION”) hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CARTiIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Erica 7 Cesaro, Esq. 
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

U u l i e E v T .  WILSON, SER, kE M KOWITZ, ‘i 
EDELMA &DICK LL 
Attorney f r Defend t 
CARRIE COW T N 

3857656.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
“.\_it ,2011 

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

I L E D  
MAY - 9 2011 

FCE 
MUTY, DEMERS & 

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

SO ORDERED, 



536.08376/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

I N  RE:  NEW YORK C I T Y  NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

3 0  
e Sherry Klein Hei-ler) 

: Index No.: 115469/01 

: (January 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
EVA M. MASI, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, : Group) 

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

ejudice and w 

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

e ,  Suite 350 

ersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

JAMES BARRY (Deceased) 

Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. #- r I 

p\AY - 9 2Rf l  

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

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

4 (5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

1 ~ 2 ~ ~ 9  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -_-_----------------_______I____________---~--~~----------------~------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler , J. ) -----_-_------------______________I_____---------~---------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 

ALPHONSO JACKSON 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO _____"1-------_________111______________-----------~-------------~------ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
MA)' - 9 2012 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

son, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

APR I 5  2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: Albertson New York 

MAY - 9 2011 

rneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

WSHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .  U . W illets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WILLIAM P. TANNER 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO -------------_____r-_______________rr___-------------”------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
F \ L E Q  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

ork 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

ABR 2 8  2Rli 



Index No. 115831/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONT'TE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March 4 , 2 0 1  1 

Q Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

F:\ 
, A e w  York, New York 10022 MAY - *'" 



This Document Relates to; 

FRANK M. COLABELLA 

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

Index No 

(--zzb 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition there to, 
\ 

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

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

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

without costs . 

Dated: Albertson, New York &,,I 4 ,2011 

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

\ HMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 
d t t  orne y s for Defendant 

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

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_______-________-I__--_---_-----_-_--- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN L .  MCCUE 

- against 

A . C .  & S., INC 

Plaintiff, 

, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 116146/01 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La' 

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \+A 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.q 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John L. McCue 
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  
New York, New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and  Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
B u m  h a m  L LC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5 .) 

LAWRENCE HAIGLER (Deceased) 

Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

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

Dated: Albertson New York 

ttorneys for Defendant 
ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

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

SO ORDERED, 3 
Hon. Sherry Klein 

York 11507 

9eitler APR 15 2011 



Index No. 1 18068/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

NO OPPOSlTTON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY) hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'" Street, Suite E I L E D  
NAY - 9 2011 

P,'FW YORK 
T Y 1 P4'Y Ct&/qfq$ mf=a 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 15 201ld 



JOHN J. CULLEN 
(lrl8068Ipl) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

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

HMUTY, DEMERS & 
ttorneys for Defendant 

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

4-5433 
m, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

& h ( : ; \  ' : I  1 :1 



Index No. 11 86&7/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

‘THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant OKONTTE COMPANY with 

pre-judice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, OKONlTE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

pre.judice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MaGhrl\, 201 1 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Mon 
& Partners LLP. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 - g 20ll Attorneys for Defendant, 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 MAY 
New York, New York I0022 

3 5-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



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

PETER CONNOLLY 

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

Index No 

w 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO _____1---________1_________c_________c__--------~-------~-----~~------~~ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 
1 

-2"" 

\T FRANK ORTIZ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %*,!I 

F \  

HMUTY, DEMERS & I $ w c  
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ertson, New York 11507 
0 I.U. Willets Road 

) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
+&-I;\, ~~ ( j  (ijj]) 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
q!\4 ,2011 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition there to, 

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

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

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

without costs. f = \ k  
Dated: Albertson. New York 

,2011 
... /** 

-Jy CLWk.3 V' ' '-- 

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

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

\.J Attorneys for Defendant 

isson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 15 2011 



KAREL DVORAK 

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

Index No 

/ - -+E23 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO ---_I----------___”-rl______________l___--------”----------------------~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

a R  
* t,m. 

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

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Willets Road 
n, New York 11507 

(5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 2 2011 



Index No. 119235/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenber 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

D 
320 East 53'd Street, Suit 

I New York, New York 10022 

APR 1 5  2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

F I L E D  I 

JP MES EDWARDS 

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

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

York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



536.07696/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- 

IN RE:  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

BRYAN M. PRICE, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 119477/01 

(January 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

prejudice and Ftk#& 
g ZQl l  VIhY - 

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

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

Honorable 
SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 1 19477/0 1 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONI'1'E COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff' & Partners LLP. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suit 

New York, New York 1 
r) 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No. : 1 1 9477/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

832 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

LUXENBERG. P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCTIERNAN & 

FULTON BOILER WORKS .- 9 20’’ 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 York, New York 10006 NEW YoilK 

SO ORDERED, 

apt? I (  5 7011 - 
‘ 



EDWARD P. FRANK (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

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

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Su 

CONSTRUCTION CO., ENC yibx( * 

I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 15  2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

MAY - 9 2011 

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

ttorneys for Defendant 

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

w York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 119610/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONI'T'E COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March +\, 20 1 1 

C. Dino Haloulos, Bsq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53" Street, Suite 100 F I L E 

New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, MEW *T'CR$t 

MAY - 9 2Omt1 

wv ~~~~~~ 2% .+.'+Z 
*',-*>,, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

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

9 z@l 
\4.la’c - CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

200 I. U . W illets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

” 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein a i t l e r  



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McM 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor i d Y 4 ~  
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 2011 

so ORDERED, 
Hon . 

CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

lbertson, New York 11 
16) 294-5433 

APR 15 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Mbxrlson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry a e i n  Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  

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

n 

SO ORDERED, 

Dated: Albertson New York 

MAY - 9 2011 

S & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

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

?New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

Kle'in Heitler 
APR 15 2011 



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

~ 

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

120388/0 1 0 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 1 

WILLIAM CAHILL (Deceased) 

I opposition thereto, 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in I 

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

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

FI without costs . 

r i A Y  - 9 2011 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

STRUCTION CO., INC. 
.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



536.10562/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 120388/01 

(January 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are he eby dismissed with prejudice and w p & b f g s .  

e and the 6 
I 7 

g 2021 
flhy - 

s for Plaintiff & FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 
Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

1203 88/0 1 a 
I.D. CAPLES (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York ?A,'! ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \,\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I L E  

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

A A A . 4  I Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

APR 15 2011 



CHARLES H. GEE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

106304/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE. defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Road 
York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

A 200 I.U. Willets 
Albertson, New w (516) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J . ) 

YE3  
106306102 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

I.U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates to: 

106310/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
4jP4 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

W 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

I.U. Willets Road 

-5433 
New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

/.., J \  ;G;eZOll 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , 5 .> 

(?%ET) 
100011/02 

BESSIE F. LA BARBERA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
f.ZA'f - g 2011 

FIG@ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Nay York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein I'leitler 

?,$R 15 2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . ) 

ROBERT J. FITZGEWLD (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

rneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

STRUCTION CO., INC. 
,U. Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates to: 

1000 18/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC . 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

rtson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J . ) 

CHARLES P. HADFIELD (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

0 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTR 
CORPORATION, as 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., IqEf - 9 2O'' 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_--------____-----______________r_______---~---------------------*------ X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

X ___""----______---__---------------*-"---------"-----------*------------ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 
120390/0 1 

FRED ZEROLNICK 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO _r____________________________________I_-------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
.IrJY ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

AN CONSTRUCTIOWAY - 9 28lt 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTRW YORK * 
CONSTRUCTION CLERK'S OFFICE 
200 I.U. WiIlets Roa 
A l b e r t s o m w  York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherr? Kleiy Heitler 

A 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherr? Kleiy Heitler 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J . ) 

JERRY DIAMOND 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
, 2011 

"'%% ) 'I' -&-. 
FRANK ORTIZ 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. I INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

.543 3 
SO ORDERED, 

! . \ I  T'* L 3 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

DANIEL C. BLAKE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

M,IY - 3 2311 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

ttorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

p4; "2 :a 5 2011 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

GIN0 CORBELLINI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc,, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

File No.: 473.85975 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

105777/02 
JAMES BRENNAN (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

0. 
REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

H o n x e r r y  Klkin Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
y 4  ,2011 

FcILED 
MAY - 9 2011 

r,rt_WORK 
.* W CLERK'S OFFICE 

AMES EDWARDS FRANK ORTIZ .* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. V H M U T Y ,  DEMERS & MCMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

XPW 2 2 2011 



JAMES F. SMITH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

i Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 
~ 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

8 without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

g 201' 

' yO$;K 

' --GLERKb 

NhY 

-- OFF\@ 
k, r-"-"\fJ 

s & MdikNJS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson New York 11507 

Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Plaintiff, 10956 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTTON & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March11 ,201 1 

Johhichmond, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant, F I L  
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 MAY - 9 2011 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, w;y C L E W S  OFFIE' 
!Y n r"\/v 1". '\'e I., 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York A!+4 ,2011 
2071 - flay 4 9  

- Id nRK @* 
MES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
ERS & McI@$J@ 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

{son, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK ClTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
SOL L. HITZTG I.A.S. P F  

Index 0: 1 2 0 3 9 7 / W  
105078/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86616 F I L E D  (914) 345-7301 

- 9 20’’ 

Nm yrgnr* SO ORDERED, 
GERKs OFFl@ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
120398/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION7 as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts 

- 9  20'' 

-1;y yui:'x 
N;;LER K s OWCE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & &#NUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

n, New York 11507 

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 

ROCCO F. AMATO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120398/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No,: 473.85902 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE 
1OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HOWARD CORR and 
ELIZABETH CORR, 
PLAINTIFF($), 
VS. 
A.C. AND S.,INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY) et al., 
DEFENDANTS 

N YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
d 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. JI \ I dlr 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXEN 

700 Broadway, 6th FI. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley Sto 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 
hAy - 9 201) 



HOWARD CORR(Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. )  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &NEW YOF;IK 
CONSTRUCTION CO., I W . ~ % J N T ~  CL,ERK~S OFFICE 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION MAY - 9 2011 

2 2 2011 -5433 
SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

IC€] JPLMES EDWARDS nouNn L 
:JMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
torneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
STRUCTION C O . ,  INC. 
.U. Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

EMIL J. COPPOLA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P " m  

Inde@o: 120429/0 I &-" 
100623/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fllda BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85952 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  

AQR 2 2 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant - 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION b', 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY*& - 
CONSTRUCTION co., INC.' ' 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

D F 
without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

torneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION C O . ,  INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, -New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 515 

I 

Date: 4/14/2011 11:35:18 AM 

Plaintiff{ s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Iridtx No!: E0432/01 &) 
1 0 1 070/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismiss 

prejudice a i d  wi!,hiuut costs, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 1 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 15 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server, For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.eom 

http:/lwww.gfi.eom


NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES R. FLEMING (Deceased) 
101 110/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant. TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. 

6 AMES EDWARDS 

F I L E D  
HAY - 9 2011 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
MJ* ,p 

hrEW YQRK b HMUTY, DEMERS ~~PBM%RKs OFFICE' 
FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

433 
SO ORDERED, 



LAWRENCE W. RYAN (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York F 

XENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry K k n  Heitler 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 0 
101070/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 TION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 

Road 
York 1 1507 

SO ORDERED, 

A W  ;e 2011 



FRANK C. PERRY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D  
without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
JAMES EDWARDS COUNW CLtH- FFICk 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

, New York 11507 
15433 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 2  2011 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ED ACERR4 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120433/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& c o u ~ l Q J 9  
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Iac. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85900 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry kleinkeitler F I L E D  

MAY - 9 2011 

APR 2 2 20111 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
STRUCTION CO., INC. 
.U.  Willets Road 
tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



536.09773/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 
This document relates to: 

EROTIDO LARRINAGA, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

: 
: Group) 

(January 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

fih;.c d 9  

ys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 

gwver ,  New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDEMD, 



EROTIDO LARRINACA (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment I 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  
I 9 2 w  Mh,Y - 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS NEWfy~RK 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ant c~~~~~ ~ERKIS\OFF,=  
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I. U . W illets Road 

a New York 11507 
5433 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 120462/0 1 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFOE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Su 
New York New York 1 

D 
g 2021 

L E 2 
300 

tM * 
SO ORDERED, 

APR 15  2011. 



NYCAL 
I .A.S.  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

VINCENT COSTA 

Index No 

,- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs eys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION ZOll 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as successo~iiii 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. tf??d 
200 I. U. W illets Road 
Albertson, New York 115'66 

16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



RUDOLPH BIBOW 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
q / \:I ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Attorneys for Defendant 

&on, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M_archZ\, 2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 - 

P P  C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant, F I  D '  
320 East 53rd Street. Suite 100 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATIONy as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

“Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION7 as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 415 Date: 4/14/2011 11:35:18 AM 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 120583/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the ahove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

g3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

n 

E, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

31 SI! I 
Attorneys for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

S u z S , M .  Halbardier, Esq. ' 

BA 

FULTON BOILER W O d t '  

MCTIERNAN & M O Q W  $-IRK FF,& 
Attorneys for Defendant , N ~ q  GLEp$:~ 

2 Rector Skeet, 14Ih Floor 
New York, New Yorlc 10006 . _  

13-3600 . -  

SO ORDERED, 

AFR 15 2011, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: hltp:l/vhw.gfi.com 

http://hltp:l/vhw.gfi.com


4+ SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Thomas Stringer and Marcia Stringer, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.0,  Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., individually and improperly sued 

herein as “Peerless Heater Co,, Inc.,” hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3 2  12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., individually and improperly sued herein as “Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc.,” with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 / / / 4 / ~  . 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas Stringer and Marcia Stringer, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York l O O q  1 L E D 

Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

(212) 558-5500 

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
rx3uNrcy CLEWS 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
E (212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-23252 

APR 2 2 20111 
4825-4276-9672. I 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

EZRA CLARK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFDERED, 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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.85922 

SO ORDERED, 
tfA’( 9 201‘ 

- *  



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
q L *  ,2011 

LY 

i D i  

dtorneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \T 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

0 I.U. Willets Road 
bertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 1% 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 121 113/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONTTE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

L E D  
prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Marche\, 201 1 lill4Y - g 2011 

%"tV YQRK 
, - ~ 2 .  E. OFFICE 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for PlaintifT 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 1 5  2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NATALE V. GRILL0 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to , 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

a,..New York 11507 
4-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



PETER V. MATTHEWS JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
orneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

YISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor i 
Interest to TISHMAN R 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



Index No. 121426/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONTTE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C. Dino H a l o u l m s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 1why  - g 2012 

New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, GOUNfl 



EDWARD F. MARTENS (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FJFO __-____________________________l___l____---------------------~~--------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintifrs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. F I L E D  
MAY - 9 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

coinplaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY Lk CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York gd ,2011 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed w 

MAY - 9 2011 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

r.U"u'j '\'(;I ;'l;.( 
r",O!Jh/4Y c.J;.-c::K c I7FFIC@ 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



Index No. 121539/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

New York, NY I0003 MA'( - 9 ZO" 

APR 15 201lr 



ALBERT CONTENT0 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J.) 

Index No 

(--jEEb 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and RuIes Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MAY -9 20” 

h F\N vOFt6 
‘ &K’S m ‘ C E  

s & a % V s  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Albertson, New York 11507 

ttorneys for Defendant 

I 200 I.U. Willets Road 

(516) 294-5433 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
A[-, y$ #$ .& 11 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

2 

Dl RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

WILLIAM H. WHARRY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 11 

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/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86676 
(914) 345-7301 

F SO ORDERED, 

MAY - 9  zoll 

piF,4. Y L 
Fqv,’;: { +F,\r!!? ;oUNV La 

A?!? 2 2 2811 

~ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 



EDWARD BANG for the ESTATE OF FREDERICK Index No.: 121732101 
BANG, deceased, 

Plaintiffs, 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Standard Motor Products, Inc., et al,, 
Defendants. 

X _I_________________________11111________-----"--------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

TP defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dism' 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Ap-1 I /  ,2011 

Richmond, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

SO ORDERED, L 
Hon. Sherry Klein Hgitler 

ME1 11470092v.l 

MAY - 9 2Qtl 

Rkchard P. O'Leary, Esq+ 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27'h Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
212.609.6800 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorn FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, 
(212) 313-34 rtF D (212) 558-550 

MA'( - 9 2"' 
SO ORDERED, 

" \ pj "u'Cz?".E: 
I , L,LE\ a ' \  

,".\,'is OFF\CE 
7. - 8 

APR 15?0fl' 



I I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS MONTELEONE 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintifRs) 
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 

File No.: 473.8663 5 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, - I 
Hon. Sherry a e i n  Heitler 



Arthur Pavane NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York d, 1 \I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

New York lp7/ L ~ 

0. 05335.000 1 

9 2011 
v SO ORDERED, 

h ,  /:! v P r .  
' ' + I  $ cLCq& ' 

% . E p &  I 7 , 
A ~ R  222011 

4546804.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

PETER DIMARTINO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

le No.: 473.86603 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JAMES JOSEPH FAULKNER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa EMI, 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 flwa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

0003 530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86608 
(914) 345-7301 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(212) 558-5500 

APR 2 2 2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 215 

PIaintifff(s), 

-against.- 

A.C. & S., lNC. 

Date: 411 4/2011 11 :35:17 AM 

Index No.: 123065/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

832 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

prejudice and without costs. 

n 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dis 0 
Z N  

F 
49 

\4, gf 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3400 

SO ORDERED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albert on, New York 
+,I4 , 2011 

FRANK ORTIZ &-% 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. “;A 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor 
Interest to TISHMAN REALT 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. Me& yORK 

Albertson, New York 1 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

61-294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 123078/01 
Plaintii'f, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 
D 

York, New York 10022 
p:hy - 9 2b11 

, -$ yr,73!( 
. I  L < ' ;:>2!<'$ OFFICE 

435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 

;"rJR 15 2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .> 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL PALAZZO (Deceased) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO I--------___I__---__------------------------~-~-------------------*-~--- X 

WHEREFOm, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I  
MAY - 9 2011 

/ ! - -  NEWYORK 
J COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

f l M E S  EDWARDS 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

5433 
SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 2 2011 



Index No. 123 182/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March -1,201 1 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defen 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53rd Street, 

F1AY - 9 2Mt 
SO ORDERED, 

1 $;{:''$y yp,R'& 

c-J~F\;*\ CLEWCS QFFlCE 



*. . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
,_________l____r_________________r______-----------_--------------" X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
________"___""_____________l_____r_r____-----~--------------------- X 

rhis Document Relates To: 

RICHARD J. DIET2 AND CATHERINE, 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION ON 
BEHALF OF 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- Index No.: 123275/01 

A.C, & S. INC., ET AL,, 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March 28,201 1 MAY - 9 2Ol1 

FIcf 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Richard J. Dietz and Catherine 
Dietz 600 Third Avenue 

T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
SO ORDERED: 

976354v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES COUGHLIN 
PLAINTIFF( S), 
vs. 
A.C. & S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 123906-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed-with prejudice without 

costs. 3 \ = h \  

RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 



Index No. 123906/01 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 Weitz & Luxenberg 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway & Attorneys Partners for LLP. Defendan F I L E D  , 

- g 2011 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10023A'f 

APR 152011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant 'to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, ew York 
>(t -r ,2011 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- 

CB(HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defend 
TISHMAN CONST 
CORPORATION, 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., IWmY - (3 Za1' 
200 I.U. Willets Road 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 124181/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without casts. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Q 1 \ Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 E%Ok E 2 Rector Street, 14t 

New York, New Yo 
12) 313-3600 

MAY - 9 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

p,Qjd YQRK 
r"r)ijtq*ry CLERKS OFFICE' 

APR 1520113 



Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

pre+judice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 
Attorneys for 
320 East 53rd Street, 
New York, New 

o@s 
- 2  

SO ORDERED, 

APR 15 zoll 



536.09773/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherr: 
This document relates to: 

EROTIDO 

Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 
LARRINAGA, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, : (January 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Co 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

& FLINN 

United Conveyor Corporation 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. vn 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

\$,MU,,, DEMERS & MCMANUS PdEWtYORK 
Attorneys for Defendant COUNTYw GLE#,$'C& OFFQ TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

h # ., New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT J. FITZGERALD (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-clairns against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

so ORDERED, 

Q L.U. Willets Road 
bertson, New York 11507 

(516) 294-5433 

AFR I 5  20114 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein 1 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
MA7 - 9 2011 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
+rfktsm,*ew York 11507 c (5  16) 294-5433 

Eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH VISCONTI (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. .with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
, 2011 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

U H M U T Y ,  DEMERS & McMANUS 
’ Attorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

grtson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

L 



JOSEPH D. FESTA (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO ____1------_____1__1______________II____------~~~-------~-~------~~~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

7- 
'AMES EDWARDS 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant I 1 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT!& 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 4 + 7; ? Q l l  
CONSTRUCTION C O . ,  INC.' 

. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

(516) 294-5433 c; 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

, ii 54 d~ ~~~~ 



Index No. 1001 57/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Marchr\ ,201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: C Page: 3/3 Date: 3/19/2O1 I 5:56:22 PM 

Index No. 1001 70/O2 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

TWE OKONITE COMPANY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & OlRDER 

WHEEEFQRE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgmet. 

in the above-cnlilled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3222, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant QKONITE COMPANY with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDEREiD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Mmcw20 1 1 

C. Dim Hdoulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 

320 Fast 53rd Street, Sui 

Weitz & Luxenberg 

B Attorneys for Plaintiff /< & Partners LLP. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 1 L 
New York, NY 10003 

APR 1 5  2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/ /w.gf i .corn 

http://w.gfi.corn


Charles Caruso and Lucille Caruso, Index No. 02-100461 

Plaintiffs, 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Standard Motor Products, Inc., et al., 
Defendants. 

X llr__r__________1l_l___________lr_________-----~------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
2 12.558.5500 

SO ORDERED, 

D 
Rikhard P. O'Leary, Esq. 6 
McCarter & English, L L ~ A ~  - 9 2 0 ~ t  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, b m  YQRK 
245 Park Avenue, Emqycp~K~ OFF=? 
New York, New York 10 167 
212.609.6800 

ME1 11470033v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CHARLES CARUSO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100461/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc,, improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 F I L E D  
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86807 

SO ORDERED, 96 Hon. S 

MAY -9 2011 

APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

EMIL J. COPPOLA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120429/0 1 & 

@ E x 2 7  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 20003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85952 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 2 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

1.U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 

torneys for Defendant 

(5  16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



This document relates to: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER Index No.: 100733-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, it is 

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 YJ 2d//, 

Matthew T. MacIntyre, Escf 
Weitz and Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

d? 
Robert K. Gum, Esq. 
Smith Abbot, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

900 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 0004 

90Broad Street,4th FIF 1 L E D : 

(212) 981-4501 ext. 15 MAY - 9 2Olt 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COuNn CLERK'S  OW^' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___-I------__----____________________I__----~~--------~-----~~~-------~~ X 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
X (Heitler , J.) ____-------_r----_________I_____________----~-------------------------~- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 

WALTER VOSBURGH r 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO _____________I-_________________cI______~~------~------~~-----~~------~- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. I INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
I 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 TION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier rage: S h  uate: 4/14/'LU11 11:Ys:18 HlVl 

X lcascslFBW44562/legollNOSJM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WAT,TER VOSRURGH, 
_11______1__11___""_------r-1-r----1----_------"------------ x 0 2 / 0 1  & 

1070l02 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dis 

prejudice arid w i h u i  GOS~S.  

\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 iq\ Attorneys for Defendant 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 1 4 ~  Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

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 YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

,Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I  D without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

MAY - 9  2011 

NEW YORK 
JAMES EDWARDS GOUNP( C L t H m  FFtCE 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPOFUTION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



t 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March/\ ,2011 

John &hmond, Esq, C .  Din0 Halogos, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montano & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 
320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, \\h'{ - 9 10'' 
$".F ,I( yr"y; \ J ' .  

cL~L*;;Q( SF"FCE APR 15 2011 P,Ot.NTf 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x r____________________________________111--~-----""-------------- 

FRANK C. PERRY, 
Index No. 1 0 1088/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION & ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defen 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

D 
flfiy "+ 9 20'' 

p qy YORK 

New York, NY I0003 320 East 53rd Street, 04 
New York, New York 2 

SO ORDERED, 
ERKS OFF\= poi \t\!l 'I fA  

APR 15  2011 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 101088/02 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Ca. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey CO., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+-I 1,2011 

{John Richmond, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

,New York 10166 
(21 2) 558-5500 



JAMES R. FLEMING (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heicler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, . 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

E D  
c- MAY - 9 2011 

AMES EDWARDS NEW YQRK 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P . C . 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

433 

\J"HMUTY, DEMERS 
Attorneys for Defendan 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 10 1 1 10/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March d , 201 1 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53'd Street, Suite \ D 

APR 15 2011 



e 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NANCIE J. ROHMANN, as Executrix 
for the Estate of ALEX T. MILLER and 
NANCIE J. ROHMANN, as Executrix 
for the Estate of GLADYS M. MILLER 
vs. 
A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 101286/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

ct&< 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Y 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 - 9 20’’ 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New Ycrk, New York 

\qby - 9 2Q" 

h p q q  YORK 
, ~~~ ,-ws OFF\cE' 

C. Dino HaIoul&, Eslf,OiLjt'l 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

LA-- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 
York, New York 10022 
43 5-0300 

SO ORDERED, 



RAYMOND J. HICKEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
w 4  , 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

“a \.,T ‘i 

- 
MES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
ERS & McI$@@ 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

@on, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 103352/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDEREII, 



A.C. & S. INC., ET AL., 

Defendant(s). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be an 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March 28,201 1 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Ralph Vincent and Linda E., 
Vincent 600 Third Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 
T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 2 12-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: 

555 I12v APR 2 2 2011 



J 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
GIN0 CORBELLINI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience 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 f M a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85975 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
MA'( - 9 lo'' 



DANIEL C. BLAKE 

Index No 

(xEE3 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

y/A'( - 13 ?all  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

EMERS & McMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

tmn, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I ,  I1 ' ql \1 



JERRY DIAMOND 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

2- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

444.33 
SO ORDERED, 

/ '* M ' *, '2018 *! 



HOWARD CORR(Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 

116795/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

120398/01. ,&& 

____________111__________________1______---------------------~~--------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in' Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
q - \ y  ,2011 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

!!- 
e, 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY &NEW ~ O R K  

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION MAY - 9 2011 

Albertson, New York 11507 
-294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle'in Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEM 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HOWARD CORR and 
ELIZABETH CORR, 
PLAINTIFF(S), 
vs. 
A.C. AND S.,INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY) et al., 
DEFENDANTS 

I DRK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 120398/01. 
-’ 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc.,, 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
c) 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. 4 \ I dk 

WEITZ & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley St 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 
- 9 2011 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 
CAROL E. ANGELONE, Individually 
And as Executrix of the Estate of 
RUSSELL ANGELONE, 

PLAINTIFF( S), 

vs. 

A.C. & S, INC., et al., 
DEFENDANTS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

INDEX NO,: 104919/02 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Turner Construction Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. L/ I [ fl/f 

LEVY, PHILLIPS 
& KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

k m n e  Esq. 
 ATE s, PHERSON, MCNEILL I ,  P.C. 
Attornewor Turner Cons 
233 Broadway 
New York, New 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: \ .  
Hon. Sherry Klein HeitlerY 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

SOL L. HITZIG I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc, f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, f/Wa Adience, Inc, flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86616 
(914) 345-7301 

pt,A'f - 9 2O'' 
SO ORDERED, 

N m  yolSv+ 
c\JEski"% ~~~~~ APR 2 2 201?' ~ o ~ f l  



,'F 
c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY : NYCAL 
X _--_ll_-_____--___r_______________1_____~----------------------"--" 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _"_____-------1__________________I______---------"----------------- 

This Document Relates To: 

GRACE LEWANDOSKI, as Administratrix for : JUDGMENT MOTION ON 
the Estate of ROBERT F. LEWANDOSKI, and : BEHALF OF 
GRACE LEWANDOSKI, Individually, FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 105 166/02 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC., ET AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTORCOMPANY be and the same &e hereby dis 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March 28,201 1 

By: Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: GRACE LEWANDOSKI, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ROBERT F, 
LEWANDOSKI, and GRACE 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

LEWANDOSKI, Individually T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

3 0  ORDERED: 



SUPRlEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN IRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 

(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

MIRIAM HAHN, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of GERALD D. 

INDEX NO.: 105172/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summqjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



- 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC,, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New Yo k New York 
April io1 1 

h 

Lisa Busch, Esq. C. Dino Haloulos, ESQ. 
McCullough Ginsber; Montan0 & 
Partners 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
MAY - 9 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
q ! , * I  \ \  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Sucdessor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS A MCMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

Index No. 106304/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKON ITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & Partners LLP. 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

Attorneys for Defendant,! ,,( - 
320 East 53rd Street, Suhe IO0 

2011 

APR 15 2011, 



CARMELO A. FICALORA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MAY - 9 2011 

IAE NEW YORK 
C O U N ~  CLERKS upr'w 
& McMANUS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Ai'K 2 2 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

JAMES EDWARDS 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & M a # % %  
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KIein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

. opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York tkq ,2011 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I I A Y  - 9 2011 

(JAHMUTY, DEMERS & MEMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

j 200 I.U. Willets Road I 

Albertson, New York 11507 I 

(5  16) 294-5433 
i 

I ,  SO ORDERED, -.". . 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Index No. 1063 14/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March*\, 201 1 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
8r. Partners LLP. 

320 East 53'd Street, Suite 100 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New York 
(646) 435-0300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrv Klkn-Heitler MAY - 9 2011 

APR 15 2011 NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE. 



WILLIAM CAHILL (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

(f- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., XNC., hereby requests summary judgment I 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

N A Y  - 9 2071 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

I 

I 

-1.U. Willets Road 
ertson, New York 11507 I 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 1063 18/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONJTE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 
March%\, 201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 

& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 Q York, New Yor 
435-0300 

SO ORDERED, MA'{ - 9 2011 



5 3 6 . 1 0 5 6 2 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I A S  PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Hei 
This document relates to: 

STEPHEN BOBROWICH, 
: Index No. : 

ler) 

Plaintiff, : (January 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, ' defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporat 

same are he eby dismissed with prejudice and w 

and the 

I 5 
g 201' 

700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
!Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

ersey 07936 

3 0  ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - " - - - - - - - - -_____________l r_r r_____l l____-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X l - _ - - - - - - - - _ _ - _ - - _ - _ - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

John A. Scull NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER II 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summky judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

gk33jL- 

Cable Co. 
I 150 East 42nd Street 

so ORDERED, 
Our File No. 07536 

MAY - 9  20 I1 

4366798.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

A- . 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

LAWRENCE G .  MANNING 

Index No. 107103/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&ril 11,201 1 

WElTZ & LUXENBEKG, PC 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneysjbr Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

# I L E D  I 

MAL Y & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 r adway, Suite 600 

Attorneys for Defendant 
New d ork, New York 10038 

(212) 791-0285 

Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

WHEREFORE] defendant FULTON BOILER Vi 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122139/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

ORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case; pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WOR'XS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs I , 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barrv McTiernan & Moore 
2 Reitor Street, 14th Floor 
New York, 
(212) 313-3 



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 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN DINON 

Index No. 109059/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Michbel9. CurtZEsq. 

150 broadway, Suite 600 
MALABY & BRADLEY,EQ L E Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff’ 

Ne& York, New York 10038NAy 
Attorneys.for Defendant - 9 2011 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

*- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH DEMARCO 

_ _  
Index No. 109339102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Gorp." hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

/ (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, $ 

BY & BRADLE 

New York, New York 10038 g 2 0 ~ ~  
Attorneys.for Defendant fiby 

i“. F R  15  2011 
Dated: 

Hon. Sherjr Klein Heitler 



Index No. 109549/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March a\, 201 1 *o A. m L. A@/ 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ncw York. N Y  10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. ‘I D 
Dated: Albertson, New York 

MAY - 9 2011 

AMES EDWARDS 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

‘\$HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

’APR 2 2 2011 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

Index No.: 1203 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with prejudice; and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March11 ,201 1 

Joh&chmond, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McCullough Ginsherg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York New York 10022 MAY - 9 2O1l 

no 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J . ) 

Index No 

JAMES F. SMITH 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ail co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Aibertson, New York 
q1i-t , 2011 

a 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n . 4  

;/Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No. 109561/02 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

I 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March 4 , 2 0 1  1 

d 

C. Din ia lou los ,  Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

Weitz & Luxenber 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New Y 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ - R  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS A, IRWIN 

R 

Index No. 109649/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

‘1 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp,” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 11,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff‘ 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

1 MAY - 9 2~~~ 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, Dated: CLERK‘S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S, Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 
1 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I I Index No.: 109661/02 

CAROLYN BENTON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS I 

BENTON, NO OPPOSITION 

I 
I 

I THE EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF LLOYD I 

I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

A,C& S., MC., et al., 

Defendant@). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, hc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 
9 a. 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, 

Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Jamie A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUUER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys forplaintiff F I L E D 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 800 Third Avenue 1' 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Erica Cesaro, Esq. 
L a y ,  Phillips & Konigsb 

Estate of Llyod Benton 

~ e w  Yo&, New York 10022 MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
' " jc;NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
20824365 



~ 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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ' I Index No.: 10966 1 /02 

CAROLYN BENTON, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS I 

BENTON, NO OPPOSITION 

I 

I 

I 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 
I 

I 
THE EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF LLOYD I 

I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

A.C.& S., INC., etal., I 

Defendant( s). I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Karnak Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

. 
complaint against defendant, Karnak Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, 

Karnak Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Ke:*oll 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Karnak Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Llyod Benton 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

MAY - 9 2011 
(2 12) 509-3456 ~ I F W  YQRK b .' 

y),jh (Y CLERK sa. *A ijr- FICAZ: 

SO ORDERED, 
781-0001 

{N0040269-1} I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ - - 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ 1 _ - _ _ - - - 1 - - - 1 - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

Willis R. Gavigan NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

D a g > " Y r r z r ;  York 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 

ark, New York 100 17 

SO ORDERED, 

' I  4366791.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

This Document Relates to: 

DALE L. LYONS 

X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

IndexNo. 126 & 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition theEeto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys. for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

150!fdoadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: A 1 5  attj 
44m 

I ... .- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_____-____l_____r__l____ll_______l_l____- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

Anthony R. Flamio NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejud 

Dated: New 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

L E D  ' 
SO ORDERED, 

P\AY - 9 2011 

4366776.1 ;* I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL GACH, and PHYLLIS GACH, 
individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary ddgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEERE & 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 DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismiss 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
7/7’ ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs [ 
Danny R. Kraft 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 
CH2\9548513.1 

MAY - 9 2011 

900 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

APR 2 2 2011 



;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
___11______"____________________rr______----------"--------------- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
1_____-________"________lr______________---"---------------~------ x 
rhis Document Relates To: 

'HYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
vlICHAEL GACH, and PHYLLIS GACH, 
ndividually v. A.C. and S., Inc.., et al, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ON 

BEHALF OF FORD MOTOR 
COMPANY 

: 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 112375/02 

- against - 

4.C. and S . ,  INC, et al, 

Defendant( s). 
.___________1_____1___f_r______________l-------"------------------~ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary 
iudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
jisrnissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
xnd there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 
iefendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY, be 
md without costs. 

co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

By: Heather J. Gaw, bsq. 
Y 

g n e y s  for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
T: 212-558-5500 600 Third Avenue 

Ford Motor Company 
MAY - 9 2017 

AARONSON RAPP- 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

F: 212-344-5461 New York, New York 1 
T: 212-593-67Ob 
F: 2 12-593-6970 uNw 0- 

SO ORDERED: 

APR 2 2 2011 
?61608v.l 



* 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF JEt TORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

____- f l - -____________I_______________ -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Phyllis Gach, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Michael 
Gach, 

Plaintiff, 

-X - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ - - - _ _ _ - _ - _ -  

- against - 

A.C. & S. ,  Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 112375/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
- X  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim; 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono P 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without 

f 2011 
Dated: 

Danny R. Kra 
Weitz & Luxe 
Attorneys fo torneys for Defendant 
P h y l l i s  Gach ly a n d  M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
a s  Executrix f o r  the E s t a t e  of Inc .  
M i c h a e l  Gach 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York (718) 855-9000 

O u r  File No.: 10924-3585 

So Ordered: 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ " " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Donald W. Riddell 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o $ E b  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests sumhary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
aconda Wire & defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to 

Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and with 

Dated: New York. New York 

Charles Fkrgusgn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

-." 
4366795.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFK CITY 
X - r -_ - - - - -______- - -_ l____f l_____l______l_-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Frances Tomeo 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant ! 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without p 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 

ORDERED, so 
Hon, K. Hiitler 

4366802.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 

(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 11 7398102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EUGENE O’BRIEN and 
JANE O’BRIEN 
vs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1, 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York lop \ L EQ ‘ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry mein rimer 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

’* 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

HAROLD R. SCHWILK 

.- 
Index No. 117541/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Gorp." hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 
A 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 11,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plainiiff 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant MAY - 9 20’’ 

Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
__________rr_____________l_________ll___- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John A. Scull 

.. I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

f-----Y 
Index Ncrf 1 19646102 d 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 
A 150 East 42"d Street 

York, New York 1001 7 

ur File No. 
SO ORDERED, 

MAY - 9 2011 

4366798.1 



- against - 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC. 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Marchit ,2011 

John &hrnond, Esq. C .  Dino Halozos. Esa. 
Weitz & Luxenberg; PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg' Montan0 & Partners 
Attorneys for Defendant 

East 53'd Street, Suite 100 

"e:8 w York, New York 100 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
-_ 

\Ah'( - 9 20" 
a <  wt.'$J yr:!C:\\ 

iC' (-JFF\C€ LEI\% 4 APR 1 5  2011 COUHfl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 127128/02 
@F27) 

ANTHONY F. CATALDO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 

J 
MAY - 9 ~111 

Hon. Sherry Klein%eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 17 CA 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 121910/02 

ANDREW KORNACKI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 1 1,201 1 

Y -  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBER 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintuf 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

New York, New York 100 8 
Attorneys for Defendant 

P \ L E D  
MAY - 9 2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

LERKS OFFICE, 
SO ORDERED, Dated: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOWTTA O’BRIEN, as Executrix for 
the Estate of JOHN O’BRIEN and 
LORETTA O’BFUEN, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ETAL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 123323102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs* 41\41 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintif€, 

- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, INC, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Attorneys €or Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, N Y  10003 320 East 53rd Street, Sui 
(212) 558-5500 

. .' 

SO ORDERED, 



ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DELANO B. CASSAR AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF 
STANLEY J. CASSAR AND 
DELANO B. CASSAR, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker 

vs. 

- r  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR’I 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

xporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

"- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

,0----7 X 

This Document Relates to: 

RALPH F. LUIS1 

Index p p  1 , 2 4 4 4 5 l w  
103178l03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as "Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp." hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Y & BRADLEY, LLC 

Attorneys for Defendunt 
(212) 791-0285 MAY - 9 2011 I 

(212) 558-5500 



MARGARET MCFARLAND as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN MORGAN. 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NT CAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 12505812002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUlMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEIWFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

New York, NY 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Plaintir 
Attorneys for Defendant YO?* 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 
C O M P M  l'i 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue-?%&O 1 

APR 22 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

NICHOLAS C. LATZER 

Index No. 125211/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

I 
Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ -  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys,fbr Plaint@ 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & B EY, LLC 

York, New York 10038 
5 0 B r o a d w a y , S z $  E D 

Attorneys for Defendm 
(212) 791-0285 - 9 2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
/-----l 

Index N( J 26046/O2) 
113566/02 

Frances Tomeo NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3 _ _ - _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC,, Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as succes 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without 

. 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 

I 150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

O - ~ O O O  E 1 E D eNo.075 .1 7 
SO ORDERED, 

MAY - 9 2011 

4366802.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

J1 
X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

&&? x 
This Document Relates to: Index N 

1 10270/02 

DALE L. LYONS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Cop.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys.for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

150kdoadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: A 
A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Anthony R. Flamio 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndcxFs-> 
0/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clainp against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in inte 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without 

Dated: New 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 as successor in 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 

ork, New York 100 17 

7 5 $ X c L  E D 
SO ORDERED, 

N A Y  - 9 2011 

4366776.1 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 315 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

Date: 4/14/2011 11:35:18 AM 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 126733102 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. P& 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil. Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

without costs. 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby 

Barry McTiernan & 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

Weitz & Luxenberg \ 

3134 I 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

APR 15  20111 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: ht&p:/lwww.gfi.com 

http://ht&p:/lwww.gfi.com


NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Willis R. Gavigan 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 

rk, New York 100 17 
-3000 

Our File No, 
SO ORDERED, 

MAY - 9 2012 

436679 1.1 



4 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANN ROSNER as Executrix for the 
Estate of FRANK D’ALESSANDRO 
vs. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 127003/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests surn,mary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
! 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE CALLAHAN and JOHN 
SIGNORELLI, as Co-Executors for the 
Estate of JOSEPH V. SIGNORELLI, 
and MARY SIGNORELLI, Individually 
vs. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 127007102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1027 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 <a X 

This Document Relates to: Index 
121082l02 

ANTHONY F. CATALDO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

M A ~ A B Y  & BRADLEY, LLC 
Suite 600 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 MAY - 9 Zo1’ 

Hon. Sherry KleinLkeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X c 1 _ _ 1 _ 3 _ _ - - _ - _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Donald W. Riddell 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
aconda Wire & defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to 

Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and with 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

interest to W o n d a  Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Str 
New York. New 

-2 1 z-m=3boo 
Our File No. 07536.143"8 

4366795.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __"_"r__l___________l__l_l__r_____l_____-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 
Index N o m  

Dominick Sodano 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without p 

* 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 

New York, New York 1001 

Our File No. 07 
SO ORDERED, 

MAY - 9 2011 

4365354.1 



Index 0074 1-03 w 
Carl T. Trubio 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudic 

Charles 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 

MAY -9 2011 

k, New York 1001&W YORK 
-3000 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFla 

Our File No. 07536.001 77 
SO ORDERED, 

4369361.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___-l____"__ll__l_--_-------l--_-l----l-- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joseph L, Hammond 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitier, J.) 

Index No: 102892- 
@ / -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudic 

Dated: New York, New York 

&+ 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- 9 20'11 150 East 42"d Street 
-New York, New York lOflF? 
212-490-3000 
Our File No, 07536.00156 

SO ORDERED, Pn. is 4 

4365381.1 



- against - 

THE OKONTTE COMPANY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, OKONTTE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March27,2011 

c\ &p 
$a C. Dino Halou s, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners I,LP. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

SO ORDERED, 

N{;:vd y CRK 
APR 15 E O I F Q U ~ J T ' I  CLLRK'S QFFlCE 



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 

RAYMOND RYSKOWSKI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Tnc, fMa BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc, f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 1 e E D 
(914) 345-7301 



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 
FLOYD PONZI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

I '. 

Index No: 
106441/01 & 119385/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, hc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Tnc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 

Elmsford, 530 Saw Mill New River York Road 10523 F I L E D  
(9 14) 345-7301 

I File No.: 473.86310 



ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Jose Belluck, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue,.4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

h 
g 2Qj' va*C 

SO ORDERED, 

4282786 I 

L 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - -___r_ - - - - - -____"_3_________r13_______-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Edward J. O'Rourke Sr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100908/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

i 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudic 

Dated: New 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 

1 

Our File No. 07536.00104 
SO ORDERED, MAY - 9 2011 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4365341.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ - - - - -_"___- - -___l_ l_______le_______l___-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100923/03 

Beverly M. Webster 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * - - - - - - - - - - - * - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and with 

Charles F e M E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 

SO ORDERED, 

4365370.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
_l_______l______________f l_______l l_____-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

Carl T. Trubio 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudic 

Dated: New York, New York * Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

+ 
Charles 9 Esq. 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. MAY - 9 2011 
150 East 42"d Street 

rk, New York lOOlmEW YORK 
-3000 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE I + 

Our File No. 07536.00177 
SO ORDERED, 

APR 2 2 2011 

4365361.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joseph L. Hamrnond 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
n 

Index KO: ,102892-031 
10074 1-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFCDER 

I 

! X - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudic 

New York, New York 10003 

- 9 2 w  

<&"$/ YCmK 

150 East 42nd Street 
-- -New York, New York lOflfi7 

Our File No. 07536.001 56 
2 12-490-3000 

~~ ~ LLERK'S OFF-: 
ST)' J 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4365381.1 



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 

.. 

This Document Relates to: 

RALPH F. LUIS1 

Index No. 12444 fi*3 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pluintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 791-0285 MAY - 9 2011 I 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ - _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ e _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  x 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Dominick Sodano 

". I - - - -  - ,.. * I - - - - - -  - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index 
10073 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - 1 - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice an 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 

ast 42"d Street 
York, New York 10017 

G . & l k  E D 2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07 

SO ORDERED, 
MAY - 9 2011 

4365354.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

I N  RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

______I__________________I____________ X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 107991/03 
SAM DONOFRIO 

NYCAL X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summarq' 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc) 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims anc. 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed witf. 

prejudice and without costs. 

- against - 

A . C .  & S . ,  INC., et al./ 

I 

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ _  

Dated: Brooklvn, New Y o r k  
+a ' , 2 0 1 1  

Weitz 6( Luxenberg, P.-\ 

A I 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff \' 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor  177 Montague Street 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Sam Donofrio Burnham LLC M A Y  - 9 2011 

A i R %  2011 
SO ORDERED: 

- I  

Hon. Sherry K. HMtler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ e _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Na: 108 146103 

Richard J. Florkiewicz, as Fiduciary of the Estates of 
Theodore J. Florkiewicz and Helen Florkiewicz 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER COWORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

BELL~CK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 5'h Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

E D  

FlCE' 

2 12-490-3000 
File No.: 10557.00344 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 109278/03 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT DOWNEY AND RITA DOWNEY, I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s)  SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORXlER 
-against- I 

I 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Pecora Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Pecora Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Pecora Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
r p / l  ,2011 

kt dJ4,- b 
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Pecora Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 HAY ~ 2011 

546 Fifth Avenue 

(2 12) 509-3456 5 

YoRK 
SO ORDERED, COUN71/ OF&@ 

6 

539-0037 

N0003024-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOlZK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD JEMIOLO 
PLAINTIFF($), 
vs. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 111829103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with i 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERFD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley StokeFCorporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York P7f' L E D (212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

-__ I NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Kkin HeMer 

\ 
/ . c /  

# \, 



536.07695/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

FRED A. HOFMANPS, JR.1 

Plaintiff, 

vs  . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(January 2011 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without qosf$. 
",**< lhwl 

..". CJ '1011 y, 1A-t 

GARRITY, GFLAHaM, MURPHY, GAROFALC 
& F L I m  
Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 

WE1 Z & LUXENBERG vu 
Att neys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, I T O W  Vnrk 1 0 0 0 3  

v 
A"-.. - -  - - -  

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
ox 438 

New Jersey 07936 



Plaintiff(s) 

-against- 

A.C & S. INC, et al. 

Index No.: 11 1224/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant, FULTON BOILER WORKS, 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, FULTON BOILER WORKS , with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
' 

defendant, FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

n 

Attorneys for Defend 
FULTON BOILER 
2 Rector Street, 14th floor 
New York, NY 10006 \QI''( 

g 20" 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

M 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

.-AMES EDWARDS 

FRED A. HOFMANN JR. 

Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition.thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 12936103 

Priscilla Clement, as Executrix of the Estate of Gordon 
Clement, and Priscilla Clement, Individually 

..- I -  - . -  I * - -  , - -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 
I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Josep elluck, Esq. 
BEL CK & FOX LLP 

546 5* Avenue, qth Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Att P rney for Plaintiff 

150 East 42"d Street 

4 159685. I 



9 3 6  3 7 9  
9ho  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY J. DOBIES AND CECILIA 
DOBIES, 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 

G.C. AND S., INC. (AXMSTRONC 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AL. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 114491199 

2.2-3 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

,4 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DE Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENR 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

APR 2 2  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I_ I 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD T. PLANT2 
vs. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115218/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

~~~~~~ Donald J. F& hsq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 15743/03 

Grace Cavelli, as Administratrix of the Estate of Frank 
Cavelli, and Grace Cavelli, Individually 

3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * - * - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 4,/ \3 I I \  

Jose elluck, Esq. 
Attorney BEL ++=- CK for & Plaintiff FOX LLP 

546 5' Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

New York, New York 10017 

File No.: 10557.00341 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

APR 15 2011 
3875436. I 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X I I_______________________I______________- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115839/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ l I c _ I 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - l - l - - - l ~  

This Document Relates To: 

Velpo Johnson Jr. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 1 

MOTION AND 
ORDER ! X _____________________ l__ l_ l___ lc3_______-  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a h + \  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yor 
Dur File No. 05335.0 01 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

! 

$pol.iLED ' 
Mhny - 9 201Y 

SO ORDERED, 
I *I 5 1 '3 qw+( 

\ .  

4546781,l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL _f_f_f_"rt_t-_----_----------t----*--*--"~---"----------"-""----------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X ....................................................................... 
This document relates to: Index No.: 115839/2003 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 04 -I$, [ I  
n 

WETTZ & LUX EN BERG,^' 
Attorneys for Plaiittiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

- - 
Honorable Sherry K- 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Sui 
Harrison, N Y  10528 

APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____________________________1__1______11-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Ella Ruth Montoney and Donna Jean Weese as Executrix 
of the Estate of Oscar Foane Montoney 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16300/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CAFUUER CORPORATION hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Joseph'Belluck, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue,.4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry k. Heitler 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York I001 7 

Our File Numb F'VTe D 



Estate of Richard Adams, deceased JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - x  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _-_-____-I-_____----___l_l_l_lf_____l_ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- -X 

This Document Relates to: 
Richard W. Mitchell and Helga Mitchell, 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 117873/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and witho 

Cated: Brooklyn, New York 
rlr 1 , 2011 

dichael Fanelli, Esq. #ustinM. T a w s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
R i c h a r d  W. Mitchell and Helga M a r i o  & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
Mitchell Inc .  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 rooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 855-9000 
NO.: 10924-2685 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Index No.: [-) 
104232197 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONIl'E COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April c 2 0 1 1  

d C. Dino Haloulos, sq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

El 320 East 53'd Street, Suite 
New York, New York 10022 
(646) 435-0300 MAY - 9 mi 



Angiolilo Julius Greico NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 / t *  / I t  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Q w York IF \ 
5335 .OOOO 

flAy - 9 ‘”’ 
SO ORDERED, 

,p$/ )fOR”rC h cJZBKS 
cow 

APl? 152011, 
4546776. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X -----_----------_---------------------------~~--~------~--~~--~----*"-- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X ....................................................................... 
This document relates to: 

ANGIOLLIO JULIUS GREICO (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120250/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

X ________________________________________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. * 

Dated: Harrison, New York 04 .If .I/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Atturneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

REGINA KIENNY, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ALOYSIUS KENNY, and 
REGINA KENNY, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 120579/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. - 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

ERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

MAY - 9  2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCEj 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

A i  ' 2 2 2011 



b 
I 

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN IRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, as Executrix 
for the Estate of EDWARD 
BYRNES, S R  and JOAN E, BYRNES, 
Individually 
vs. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102222104 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ey Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
~ e w  York, New Ybi;  1 1 2 p  E D 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 I 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ___ll-_--__---------__c________II_I___ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___________I--___________I____________ 

This Document Relates to: 
EZIO COSTANZO 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., e t  a l . ,  

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
( Judge  Heitler) 

Index No.: 102902/04 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint agains 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ezio Costanzo  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

MAY - 9 2011 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
B r o o k l y n ,  New York 11201 

Our  File No.: 11084-1 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED:  
APR 1 5  2011 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, TNC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 320 East 53'd Street, Suite 1 
(212) 558-5500 York 1002 F D ;  

MAY - 9 2011 

p;y b\ y;J\-'"*K 
SO ORDERED, 

f-0upJ.I k : < ,+-Mrs smcg] 



Walter H. Reeves NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York +vh 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

W I T 2  & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, ?W 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CNIESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

F I L E D  ew York, New York 10017 
ur File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, MAY - 9 2011 

w w  YORK 
? a u ~  I 't' CLERKS OFpja 

I (  
L 1 1  , I  ,:: 2 2011 

4546822.1 



, ... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELE%DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby quests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DolRR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELXR-DORR-OLNER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. I 

Dated: Harrison, New York Y/?/v 

700 Broadway 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite SO1 
Hamison, NY 10528 

I"- 

MAY - 9 2071 

hf-:\p! ynp 
\ I . c  

t j .  I - 4 . p . g  

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite SO1 
Hamison, NY 10528 MAY - 9 2071 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL C O U N T I E S  WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

X NYCAL ____------____------------------------ 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I . A . S .  Part 30  
(Judge Heitler) 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 114255/04 
GERALD C. CARPENTER 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a l . ,  

i 
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La 

and R u l e s  Section 53212, dismissing p l a i n t i f f s '  Complaint a g a i n s  

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

I 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklvn, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Attorneys for Plain 
G e r a  1 d C. C a r p e n  t er 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New Y o r k ,  New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burn ham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 

Our File No.: D (718) 855-900  

S O  ORDERED: 

7" v -- 
Hen. Sherry K./ Heitler 



- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, I N C  with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

g m Dated: New York, New York 
April f, 201 1 may 

2 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. : 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Iinc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

UXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 
\qhY " 9 a'' 

CES Nc'<d - {OW 
y @ K S O ~  " 

Dated: New York, New York 

2 2)avf 
SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff. 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April <, 201 1 

C. Din0 Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, N Y  
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

.0003 

Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ ~ ~ 1 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " " ~ ~ ~ - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - -  

JOSEPH OWENS, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April <, 201 1 fl.lr?;c - 9 m1 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) S S 8 - 5 S O O  

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HAZEL MILDJXED DANSON, as 
Personal Representative for the Estate 
of RICHARD DANSON, and HAZEL 
MILDFWD DANSON, Individually, 
Plaintiff@), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ETAL. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102335/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
2 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

1 
I 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

Hon. Sherry Klkin Heitlir 



WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 201 1 

C. Dino Haloulos, Esq. 
McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 & 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

320 East 53'd Street, S 
New York, New York 

Hon. Sherr, __I_-  

APR 15 20114 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and RuIes 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant THE OKONITE 

COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, THE OKONITE COMPANY, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April C 2 0 l l  

I 

Lisa B~rscx, Esq. 
Weitz & 1,uxenberg % McCulloughGinsb - 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Partners 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

C. Dino Haloul&, E S T  

IQI' 320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York. New York 10022 flby 

9 

SO ORDERED, 



In Re NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LINDA HUSSAIN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH C. LANG and NANCY LANG, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 1087 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLrVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and here being no opposition thereto. 
. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 04 - 11. / I 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be 

I) 

Attorneys foroefendants 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 50 1 
(914) 412-7300 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 
(2 12)558-5500 

JudgeSherry Klein-Hitler. 



RICHARD ANGRISANO, as the Estate of SAM ANGRISANO 
and ANGELINE ANGRISANO, Individually, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCALJ 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103682/1997 
1 1 1055/1998 

82/2006) 
e 7 9 1 1 9 9 7  

NO OPPOSITION 
STJMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KIEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

diknissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 
T I  I 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 
.- 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

p J p #  Y"17HK 700 Broadway WRIN GOODMAN,LLP 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys forDefendants CLERK'S OFFlCf 
Attorneys for Plaintiff KEELER-D0R.R-OLI 

* ,  

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 
(914) 412-7300 

JudgeSherry Klein-Heitler. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100678/07 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S., ET AL, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB R k y ,  Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

MAY - 9 2011 

EW YORK 
SO ORDERED: CERK'S OFFlCt 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHFUSTOPHER KANE and 
BARBARA KANE 
vs. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 101422107 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

-- "-b\EN YOW 
KS OFF\* 

SO ORDERED: 3 @jNfl 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



5/07 

Robert Laurance Maydich NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 / a w l  

Julie R. Evans:' Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

/ 
Our File No. 05335.0 1 
New York. New York 100 7 

D l l  8, 

so ORDERED, 

4546787.1 



.! 

S IPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
IOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GUNARS TRESS, and GUNARS 
TRESS as Executor for the Estate of 
ANN TRESS 
vs. 
A.O.SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 

-I 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102706i07 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. l#\[ 4 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New Yor 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THOMA$ JOSEPH GREEN, 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102707-07 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER I a WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB 

Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law an 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, DE Riley, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, gfh F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



HOWARD CORR, 
Index No. 1 16795/07 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

THE OKONlTE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March3(, 201 1 

Q Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Mon 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

& 9 2011 Y&y 

APR 1 5  2011 



HOWARD CORR(Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J.) 

Index No 

&fz31M831'02 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND O m E R  
Re: JANUARY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

D '  
" 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & N E ~ V  YGRK 
CONSTRUCTION CO., I~~IJNTY CI-ERM'S OFFICE 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION MAY - 9 2011 

Albertson, New York 11507 

2 2 2011 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



i 

t m9- 337 
31 io 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFtK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOFW CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

MAkNI CONDFWN and RICHARD 
D'ADDIO, as personal representatives 
of the estate of LOUIS G. D'ADDIO, 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
COMPANY, et al.; 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

INDEX NO.: 190125/09 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs- 4 1 ( g.1 I I 

McNEILL, P.C. 
& KONIGSBERG, L*L.P, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 233 Broadway 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

Attorneys for Elliott Turbomachinery Co. 

New York, New York 1 
(212) 227-7878 

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
P ~ ( J N ~ V  CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COWTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS G. D'ADDIO, I 

I I Index No.: 190125/09 
I 
I 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND 0 RDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A. 0. S M ~  WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summ~uy 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, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 
' ,a 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defmdmt, 

Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

'T  I L E  D Jamie A. Bartolomeo, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUOER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Kentilo Floors, Inc. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 M3W YORK 

h d y  f< h b a  
Levy, Pbllips & Konigsberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Llyod Bentan 

New York, New York 10022 

1 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 800 Third Avenue MAY - 9 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'$ OFflm; 

I.' 

SO ORDERED, 
2082-6657 

APR 2 2 2011 
(NO04 1766-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK STATE 

X I.A.S. Part 30 ___l_r--lll__________---lrl-r-------------------------------"------------ 

(Heitler, J.) 
In Re: NEWYORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190280/09 
1__-1"______________r_____l_____________---------------------------~- x 
This Document Relates to: NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
JACK D'ACQUISTO MOTION AND ORDER 

______11_-_-_1__"__________lr_______l___--------------"-------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, HARCO LABORATORIES, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, HARCO 

LABORATORIES, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendmt, HARCO LABORATORIES, be and the same are hereby d' 

with prejudice and without costs. 
MA'( - 9 ?!ol' 

JACOBSONSON, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
HARCO LABORATORIES 
One Battery Park Plaza - 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

New York, New York 10038 

SO ORDERED: 

APR 2 2 2011 



r, SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

This document relates to: 

DORIS EERGRIN hdex NO.: 190294-09 

above-entitled case, pursuant t o  Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, disinissing 

Plaintiffs coniplaint against defendant Pneumo &ex LLC with prejudice, tlierc being no 

opposition thereto, it IS 

OmERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clain-ls aid cross claims against 
I 

defendant Pneuma Abex LLC, be aid are hereby 

Dated: New ~ o r k ,  New York Y/~o// /  

Attorneys for Plainti 
800 Third Ave, 13th Floor 
New Y ork, N Y  10022 
(212) 605-6200 



WHEREFORE, defendant Marshall Engineering Products Company, LLC, dk/a MEPCO, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Marshall Engineering Products 

Company, LLC, M a  MEPCO with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Marshall Engineering Products Company, LLC, dk/a MEPCO be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

YIP? tGE W"'" SCHNADER, HA 
Attorneys for Defend 
140 Broadway; Suite 3 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue; 1 lth Floor 
New York, NY 10022 rk, New York 1 0 ~ ~ ~  - g 2011 

.- 

b!EW YORK 
11.0; IN TY CLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED, 

00223278.WPD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ZELLA F. TURNER, Individually and 
as Executrix of the Estate of WILLIAM 
E. TURNER, deceased, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AIL. 

vs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190349/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. I 

-4F 

WHEREFOm, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley $to& Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Stoker Corporation 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 
(2 12) 227-7878 

1 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

APR 22 2011 



b5W- @oaf 
I O / I b  ’ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

NICHOLAS J. AMATO and EILEEN 
AMATO 
VS. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et 
al., 
DEFENDANTS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190391/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

II 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Twner Construction Company, requests summary judgment in the , 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 3- 1 I g//( 

e>&$ - 
Erik Jacobs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, PHER ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys fo T Construction Company 
700 Broadway 233 Broadwa 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LITIGATION 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) /I 

RAYMOND SCHAEFER and 
MARIANNE SCHAEFER, 
vs. 
ALUMINUM COMPANY OF 
AMERICA (ALCOA), et al., 
DEFENDANTS. 

INDEX NO.: 190432/09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

4 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tumer Construction Company, requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Tumer Construction Company, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 41 I g/// 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Erik Jacobs, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

er Construction Company 

New York, New York 1 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



From: FAXmaker To: Smith Abbot LLP Page: 313 
. A, 

Date: 411 81201 I 3:17:33 PM 

This document relates to: 

MICHAEL GACH Index NO.: 112375-10 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pxieuino Abex LLC, hereby requests suinniary judgmeiit in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law aid Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Piieuino Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition tI.ierett0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneumo Ahex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Uork, Ncw York L//zo/// 

Danny &-aft, Sr. Esq 
Weitz and Luxenbes 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 

Robert K, Gunn , Esq. 
SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, ... 

(212) 558-5500 
90 Broad Street, 4"' Floor 
~ t w  Y O ~ ~ C ,  ~ e w ~ o r ~ c  L E D . 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICCS' 

APR 2 2 2011 

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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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOAN MLINCSEK, as Executrix for 
the Estate of JOHN MLINCSEK, and 
JOAN MLINCSEK, Individually, 
Plaintiff@), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ETAL. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190025/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Erik Jacobs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

~ 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

- 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

APR 2 2 2Ol1 



SUPREME COURT OF T€IE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
NATHANIEL MURRAY, NYCAL 

Plaintiff, 

__"_______1_-1-1----_-------I----ll------------------------------------ 

Index No: 190036/2010 

N O  OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
V. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. W. CHESTERTON, et al., 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pump Division hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dean Pump Division with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Dean Pump Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Buffalo, New York 
May @, 2010 

PHILLIPS LYTLE LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Dean Pump Division 
3400 HSBC Center 
Buffalo, New York 14203 

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shew Kl&fHeitler,\J.S.C. 

Doc # 01-2369443.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAY NISSINOFF and MERYL 

NYCAL 

(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190046/10 
NISSINOFF, 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
vs. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
A.B. DICK COMPANY, ET AL. ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



Index No: 190047/10 

1 dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc. with prejudice, and there 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
I 



- against - 

A.C.&S. INC., et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 
Index No.: 19005/10 4- fl/p 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Past 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants R. W. BECKETT CORPORATION hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants R. W. BECKETT CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants R.W. BECKETT COWORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

II BECKE-TT COW. 

2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

I" 

SO ORDERED, 

APR 15  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE FERRAIU, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ETAL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190057/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

a 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. 

J a L m  Fa* h y q , g P \  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

MAY - 9 2011 

/ E W  YORK 
Whhw CLERK:$ OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



6-6P-Q- 
r 4 O  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RlELATES TO: 

KENNETH WILLIAM ALTUCHOFF 
and JOANNE DOLOFWS 
ALTUCHOFF, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190058/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, w all claims and cross claims against 

Stoker Corporation, 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

233 Broadway 
New York, New Yor@2\!JL 

U (212) 227-7878 

APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

KENNETH WILLIAM ALTUCHOFF 
AND JOANNE DOLORES 
ALTUCHOFF, 
Plaintiff, 

VS. 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et 
al.; 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

INDEX NO.: 190058/10 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 1 
complaint against defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

inery Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

ERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h F1. 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



0 
- 

* '  - 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DOMINICK PALAIO and ANNA PALAIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
-- 

.. 

Index NO, 190068-10 

October 2010 In Extremis Group 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/Wa U.S. PLYWOOD 

CORPORATION hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules g3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against INTERNATIONAL 

PAPER COMPANY s/Wa U.S. PLYWOOD CORPOUTION with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that bpon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s M a  U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION, be an$@, - 9 20'' 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plain , N 
2010 

New York, New York 1003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlei, J.S.C, 

- -  

W h h  Plains, New York 10601 
(914) 946-8900 
Attorneys for Defendant INTERNATIONAL 
PAPER COMPANY s/Wa U.S, PLYWOOD 
CORPORATION 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NOUBAR PUSKULIAN, 

Plaintiff(s) 
-V- 

NYCAL 

Index No. 190070- 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ANCHOR PACKIN COMPANY, et al. 

Justice Sherry K. Heitler 
Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Genlyte Thomas Group, LLC, successor by merger to 

Lightolier, Inc., hereinafter (“Lightolier”), hereby requests summary judgment in the abovsentitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

defendant Lightolier with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

6 Ordered, that upon notice to all Codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defend 
d 

Lightolier be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos F;” 
e 

Dated: New York. New York 0. 201‘ 
y\p;’( .+ t#q ,2011 

FZ\* 
DARGER & ERRANTE 

I&$$ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



j SUTREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: Index No.: 190138/10 

DONALD CONROY, I 

: NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff@) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 

. I  
I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

A. W. CHESTERTON CO., et al., 

-_ .... _ _  - - .  .. .- 
Defendant( s) . I 

. -. . ._ . - - - . .. . - -.-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Taco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Taco, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
qX&/ Ir ,2011 

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq. ~wlcSy%uSs, q$ 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Taco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

EARLY & smuss 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Donald Conroy 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York I001 7 I 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0039504-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORTC 

LEO REGINALD AKx3RS 
Plaiutie 

-against- 

AMEFUCAN HONDA MOTOR C O M P m ,  DJC., et al, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 190 150/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGhTJZNT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WH.EmFORE, defendant, American Honda Motor Co., Inc. (“AJAM”), hereby requests I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, AHM, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

lT IS ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

defendant, AHM, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

@b& m m  
Rob& M. Goodman, Esq. 

Dated: April 20, 201 1 

Greenbarn, Rowe, Smith & Davis LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
American Honda Motor C 

Roseland, New Jersey 07068 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
747 Third Avenue, 37* Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
Tel: (212) 558-5675 

75 Livingston Avenue, Sui sa D 
Tcl: (973) 535-1600 

MAY - 9 21111 

f SO ORDEED: 

1 
12 17597.0 1 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFWW 

APR 222011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
2OUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 
FRANK X. HELSTAB AND 
MELINDA J. HELSTAB 
PLAINTIFF( S), 

vs. 
AETNA HEALTH INC. (Individually 
And as Successor to ONE LIBERTY 
PLAZA HOLDINGS INC), et al., 

- 
DEFENDANTS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 
INDEX NO.: 190154/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- . -- . . . . . .. . I ._ .. . . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

& STRAUSS' 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 
(2 12) 986-2233 

McNEILL, P.C. 
Company 

New York, New York 0 79 
(212) 227-7878 1 E D 

so ORDERED: 

APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LOUIS DIGILIO, 
-X 

-against- 

Plaintiff, 

F I L E  

Index No.: 190166/10 

IAS PART 30 
(JUSTICE SHERRY KLEIN 
HEITLER) 

B OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., MOTION AND ORDER 
MAY - 9 2 0 1 7  

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant D d I R K  -RADIATOR CORP n/k/a ECR 

INTERNATIONAL, INC. s/h/a ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC., Individually 

and as Successor to Dunkirk, Dunkirk Boilers and Utica Boilers, 

by its attorneys, JONES HIRSCH CONNORS & BULL P.C., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules §3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant D W I R K  RADIATOR CORP n/k/a ECR 

INTERNATIONAL, INC. s/h/a ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC., Individually 

and as Successor to Dunkirk, Dunkirk Boilers and Utica Boilers, 

along with all cross-claims against it, with prejudice; there 

being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross-claims against defendant DTJNKIRK RADIATOR CORP n/k/a 

ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC. s/h/a ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC., 

Individually and as Successor to Dunkirk, Dunkirk Boilera and 



5 

Utica Boilers, be and the s a m e  are hereby d i s m i s s e d  w i t h  

prejudice and w i t h o u t  costs. 

Dated: N e w  Y o r k ,  N e w  Y o r k  

h T R /  16 ai&// 
ENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys f o r  D e f e n d a n t  
DUNKIRK RADIATOR CORPORATION n/k/a 

N e w  Y o r k ,  N e w  Y o r k  1 0 0 0 3  ECR INTERNATIONAL, INC. s/h/a ECR 
(212) 558-5500 INTERNATIONAL, CORP., f /k/a DUNKIRK 

SO ORDERED: 

1 8156 

RADIATOR CORP. 
One Battery Park  P l a z a  
N e w  Y o r k ,  N e w  York 1 0 0 0 4  
( 2 1 2 )  527-1000 

2 

! 

! 

-..".". 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190 16611 0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _____l_-__-l_r______l_______l________ll l -  

'This Document Relates To: 

Louis Digilio NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC., incorrectly 
s/h/a CONTROL COMPONENTS INC., Individually and as Successor in Interest to 
BAILEY VALVE CO. (herein after "CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC.") hereby request 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC. 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendants CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

WILSON, ELSER, MQSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yor PoVL E D 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No.: 07640,00146 

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
~:OII N "Ty CLERK'S OFFICE 

4 I66W7.1 



Louis DiGilio NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a CARRIER 
CORPORATION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING AND 
COOLING SYSTEMS (herein after "CARRIER CORPORATION) hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRXER CORPORATION without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissehwith prejudice 
and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

0) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 1001 ~ f l  yoRtoFF\* 
Our File Number: 10557.0&~L~RK 

GOU 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

hpR 157011- 
4312750.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O M  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATlON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM RAFFAELE and MARIA RAFFAELE, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 190168/10 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ; MOTION ANI) ORDER 

3M COMPANY, et 06. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOW, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests swnmary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne ork, New York 
g h 9  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump CornDanv I -  

McGrvnEY & KLUGEK, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERC, LLP 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

SO0 Third Avenue, 13’Fl 
New York, New York 10022 

f ; I Y  - 9 2oI1 

(21 2) 509-3456 i i lW YQRK 
‘* 

‘ 1 ~  i y  ~~~~~~,~ OF’F’/GF‘ 

SO ORDERED, 

3003-385 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

GEORGE ROBINSON, INDEX NO.: 190170/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

n, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Stoker Corporation 

New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 
(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878 



8539-3377 
1 4 ~  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 
I 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

GEORGE ROBINSON, 
Plaintiff, 

vs. 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et 
id.; 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHEMY KLEIN HEITLER) 
INDEX NO.: 190170/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., requests summary judgment in the I 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Elliott Turbomachinery Co., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

e to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

o., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 New York, NY 10036 

(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878 
MAY - 9 2011 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

APR 2 2  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LITIGATION 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEXTLER) 

GEORGE ROBINSON, INDEX NO.: 190170/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
MOTION AND 

DEFENDANTS. I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

pany, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

'b 
New York, NY 100 17 
(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878 

MAY 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
couNfl CLERKS OFFICE SO ORDERED: 

660500 



- against - 

Index No.: I ~ O I & O / Z O  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  
ORDER 

ARVINMERTITOR, TNC; ARTIE'S AUTO PARTS INC.; 
BORGWARNER INC., Individually and as Successor to 

AUTOMOTIVE CORPORATION; FORD MOTOR 
COMPANY; HONJWWELL INTERNATIONAL INC., 
Individually and as Successor in Interest to ALLIEDSIGNAL 
CORP., BENDIX CORP.; MAREMON" CORPORATION, 
Individually and as Successor in Interest to GRIZZLY BRAKES; 
NlSSAN NORTH AMERICA INC.; TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, 
USA., OK,; 

_ _ _ _ ~ _ _ _ " l " ~ ~ ~ _ " _ f _ l r r - - r - r - - - - - - - I - - - - ~ ~ ~ " " ~ ~ ~ 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - - -  X 

BORG-WARNER CORP/ BRAKE PARTS INC.; BWD 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, MERCEDES-BEN2 USA, LLC, ("MBUSA"), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR Rule 3212, dismissing 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl 

Defendant MBUSA, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed wi 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl 

Defendant MBUSA, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed wi 

Attornev far Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
z USA, LLC 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WAYNE SMITH, 
~ X I 

_ _ _ _ _ 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ” ~ - - - - _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ l l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - -  

Plaintiff, Index No.: igorSo/io 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- against - 

ARVINMERTITOR, INC; ARTIE’S AUTO PARTS INC.; 
BORGWAIZNER INC., Individually and as Successor to 

AUTOMOTIVE CORPORATION; FORD MOTOR 
COMPANY; HONEYWlELL INTERNATIONAL INC., 
Individually and as Successor in Interest to ALLIEDSIGNAL 
COW., BENDIX CORP.; MAREMONT CORPORATION, 
Individually and as Successor in Interest to GRIZZLY BRAKES; 
NISSAN NORTH AMERICA INC.; TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, 
USA., INC.; 

BORG-WARNER CORP/ BRAKE PARTS INC.; BWD 

I 

I 
Defendants . 

X _------________-_l_r-----------~~-----””------------~--”------------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, MERCEDES-BENZ USA, LLC. (“MBUSA”), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR Rule 3212, dismissing 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant MBUSA, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with prejudice #i&utEts. D 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

AFR 1520111 
*T 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- -___ I____________________ I______ l Ic____-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190181/10 

Michael Mazer Jr. and Barbara Lavern Mazer NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendant CAFUUER CORPORATION, without prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

43181 13.1 



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r l _ _ r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Raymond Finerty and Mary Finerty 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190187/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant VALEO CLIMATE CONTROL CORP. hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants VALEO CLIMATE CONTROL 
CORP. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, VALEO CLIMATE CONTROL CORP. be 
with prejudice and without costs. 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

4254976. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK - 
IN lU3 NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FCELATES TO: 

ANTONIO SIRACUSA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190193/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-. 

A ,  P.C. 
Attorney1 for Ri1ey)Stoker Corporation 
233 B r o a w  
New York, New Y o r k F 2 p  L E D - -  
(212) 227-7878 

. .. 

PEW YORK 
SO ORDERED; J ~ " ~  CLERK'S OFFICE' 



V .  Index No: 190196/2010 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dean Pump Division hereby requests summary judgment 

in the nimc-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintil'l's coinplaint against defendant Dean Pump Division with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition hereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against dcli.iidant Dean Pump Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne\v York, New York 

- 

'PHILLIPS LYTLE LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Dean Pump Division 
3400 HSBC Center 
Buffalo, New York 1 

+-. 

BELLllCK tk FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
295 Madison Avenue, 37th 
New York. New York 10017 

MAY - 9 2''' 
SO OfI13El~I~D. 

Drlc / I  01-1 1 I t l o  I \  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190226/10 

Wilhelm Prange and Rosemary Prange 

WHEREFORE, defendant AT&T CORP. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AT&T COW. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant AT&T CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

eitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
AT&T CORP. 
150 East 42"d Street 

ark, New York 100 17 
0.: 05 175.00288 

E O  
g 201' 

SO ORDERED, F \  
NR'( 

4087432.1 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

_l""-- 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SEGAL McCAMBRJDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 

Attorneys 850 Third for Avenue, Defendant Suite 1100 F I L E D  
. /  New York. New York 10022 

I.v- , 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW VORK 
COUNTC CLERKS OFFICE 



Index No. 190263/10 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

THE OKONITE COMPANY, 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION & ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant OKONITE COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant OKONITE COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, OKONITE COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March4 ,201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, NY 10003 

McCullough Ginsberg Montan0 
& Partners LLP. 

320 East 53rd Street, Suite 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 
Plaintiff, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Compcany, 

hcreby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B .F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Dated: Ncw YoryNew York 

B 

New York, NY 10003 
(212)558-5500 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Joseph Williams 

BY: 
Patrick 5. fiwyyr 
SMITH, STRATTON, W e ,  &E D - 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Rescarch Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRIC 

MAY - 9 20tl 
(609)924-6000 

/-.- I 

“I 

SO ORDERED 
Hon. Shet-ry Heitler 

.. . 



WMEREFQRE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled WSB, pursuant to CPLR 321 2, digmissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being nooppositlon thereto, 

it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cm88 claims again& 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. be and the Barnet aw hereby dlsrnissed with pmjudie and 

without costs. 
/ 

Broadway 77 Water Street, Suite 2100 - II 

NewYork, NY 10038 , ~ - F New York, New York 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 232- 1 300 

SO ORDERED: 

Hen. . .I.S.C 

APR 22  2011r 



n 

ORIGINAL SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-X 
IN R E  NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 0 0 

This Document Applies To: 0 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-X NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
AARON RICHMANo 0 

-I- X Index No.: 1902%%/10 

WHEREFORE, defendant Enstman Kodak Company hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Eastman Kodak Company with prejudice, 

and them being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Eastman Kodak Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prcjudict and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yark, New York 
March 17,201 1 

B LUCK & FOX, P.C. f i  

546 FiRh Avenue, 4' Floor 
New Yo&, NY 10036 
(212) 681-IS75 

C A CGJ,B RILAWOFFICES 

61 Broadway, Suite 2 %Y"r'L E D 
New York, NY 10006 
(2 12) 980-8866 MAY - g 2011 

NEW Y ORK 
- 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFPlm 
Won. Shere K. Hzitler 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AMERICAN PRESIDENT LINES, LTD., et al., I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 

- -- - .. - . - _  -- - - -. - -. . -  
WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER INC., Individually and Incorrectly sued as 

Successor-in-Interest to Butterworth Jetting Systems, Inc. hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Defendant GARDNER DENVER INC., Individually and Incorrectly sued * as 

Successor-in-Interest to Butterworth Jetting Systems, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

GARDNER DENVER INC., Individually and Incorrectly sued as Successor-in-Interest to Butterworth 

Jetting Systems, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either 

Dated: New York, New York 

,201 1 

Mark Bibro, Esq. 
Early & Strauss, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 

Katrina Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defend t 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, New York 1w2 - 

1 
F I L E ,  

9 2017 

m v  YORK 
@°CINT\/ 

OFF,@ 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190305/10 

William Spier and Josephine Spier NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs, 

LOCKS LAW FIRM, PLLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

I 747 Third Avenue, 37th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

MAY - 9 2011 

NE$"II YOFM 
,-[, I r 4  CLE~M'S OFFICE' 

435 1953.1 



,. ...' 
c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

WILLIAM SPIER and JOSEPHINE 
SPIER, 
VS, 
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., 
DEFENDANTS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190305/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Turner Construction Company, beand the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 4 I d// 

LOCKS LAW FIRM PLLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
747 Third Avenue, 37" Floor 
New York, NY 10017 
(212) 838-3333 (212) 227-7878 

! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A,S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190313/10 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Henry Herbin, 

Plaintiff, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. Smith Water Products, Co., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

w e .  +k?--i+ 
Megan E. degstein, Esq. L-’ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Henry Herbin, 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

W e y  for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10005 New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 F I L E D  
(212) 232-1300 

MAY - 9 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

bijr’tN YORU 
-.&& p$# r;LERe(‘s aTmY 

1863-2721 5 

As’k z 2 20111 
4834-1592-1 928.1 



Plaintiqs), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
: MOTIONANDORDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart.30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summstly 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

LYNCH D A S W  EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, New York IO0 18 
(212) 302-2400 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 
I 

MAY - 9 2011 



This document relates to: 

ROBERT CRISTIANO Index No.: 1090317/10 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo 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 Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

i opposition thereto, it is 

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. 

Robert K. Gum, Esq. 
Smith Abbot, L.L.P. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, NY 10003 90 Broad Street, qfh Floor 
(212) 558-5500 New York. New York 10004 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW YORK 
cour\rrC CLERK‘S OFFICE 

APR 22  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No.: 1903 18/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MENDEZ AND MARGARET 
MENDEZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
. ,  

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

with prejudice and defendant, Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dis 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y / l /  ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

546 Fifth Avenue 
I 

(212) 509-3456 

N0038955-1 APR 1 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MENDEZ AND MARGARET 
MENDEZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 190318/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant, Taco, 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, Taco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
P p d  / I  ,2011 

Laura B. Hollman, Es 
Attorney for Defendant 
Taco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Mendez 

(212) 681-1575 

VEW YORK 

N0038955-1 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ " _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1903 1811 0 

William Mendez and Margaret Mendez 
P 

s: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

I 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4Ih Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

New Yark, New York 1W 

so ORDERE 
Hon. 

2 12-490-3000 
7 

4248918.1 



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.) 

[ Index No.: 190318/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MENDEZ AND MARGARET 
MENDEZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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 all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Superior Lidgmood Mundy Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Superior Lidgenvood Mundy Corporat 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

William Mendez a 
Belluck & Fox, LL 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

/ $12) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

1296-0154 

N0038955-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MENDEZ AND MARGARET 
MENDEZ, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1903 18/10 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
A 

,201 1 7 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. T-CC ' 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs\ I/ \ 
The Nash Engineering Company William Mendez and h "~ - 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Belluck & Fox, LLP 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036 F I 
(212) 509-3456 I 

D 
( 

SO ORDERED, f 
MAY - 9 2011 

u Hon. S h e r r s  Hztler NEW YQRK 
xx&QUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

N0038955-1 

I '  > ' I ?  2 2  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190318/10 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MENDEZ AND MARGARET 
MENDEZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Falk Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Falk Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1003 
(212) 509-3456 

MAY rc 9 2011 

i ljh r i ~ i ~ ~ l ~  OFFICE' 
"- '{<IRK 

875-0074 

N0038955-1 E - ?  2 2 20111 



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.: 190318/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM MENDEZ AND MARGARET 
MENDEZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill 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, Atwood & Morrill Co., 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, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
&[ ,2011 

Laura B. Hollrnan, Esf 
Attorney for Defendant 
Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

William Mendez and Marg 
Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

FTff" E D 
(212) 509-3456 5 MAY - 9 2011 

NEL'V YORK 
SO ORDERED, 'OUNR CLERK'S OFFICE 

963-220 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Donald S. Campbell 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190319/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. n 
Dated: New York. New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

# 

9 20" 

SO ORDERED, 

41 38 167. I 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1903 19/10 

Donald S. Campbell 

- - - - - -  e 

WHEREFORE, defendant CHEVRON U.S.A. INC., incorrectly s / h h  
CHEVRON U.S.A., INC., Individually and as Successor to GULF OIL CORPORATION 
&/a CHEVRON U.S.A., GULF OIL and GULF OIL LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
(hereinafter CHEVRON U.S.A. INC.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant CHEVRON U.S.A. INC, without prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CHEVRON U.S.A. INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

APR a i .  1 5  ?09' 
43 18228.1 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL CHARLES BENSON, 
i Index No.: 190320/10 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al.. 
_- 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zum Industies, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Zurn Industies, 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, Zurn Industies, Inc., be and the same 

costs. 

Zurn Industies, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036 ,~ . I ~ ~ 4  
E@ p ( y ) N % ~  GL 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

535-1008 

N0038955-1 APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL CHARLES BENSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190320/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 ppet'! 

L 4 l L 4 Q l U  
Carl M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 * g 2011 HbY 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

1 2082-10195 

N0038955-1 



.. - .  . ..... - DefeJl!Amb. . 

X 
I 



WHEREFORE, defendant FIYDE MARINE, INC. s/h/a HYDE MARINE, MC., Individually 
and as Successor to THE HYDE WLNDLASS COMPANY AND HYDE PRODUCTS, MC, (hereinafter 
"MYDE MARINE, INC."), hereby requests s u m m q  judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant HYDE 
MARINE, INC., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
HYDE MARINE, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, cw York rr12rl\ 

EARLY, LUCARELLI, SWEENEY 8t H-RAUSS 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avc., 20h Floor 
New Yo&, NY 10017 

so ORDERED, 

E d  C. D i k t x .  Esa. 
WILSON, EtSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN 8c DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
HYDE MARINE, INC. 
150 East 42" Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 12606.OOOO1 



Manuel A. Chinea and Janet M. Chinea 

. ... - . . . . . . . -. . . . . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
m E K  i .  

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I I 

Brian Early, Esq. Julie Evans, Esd. / 
EARLY LUCA~ELLI SWEENEY & STRAUSS 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 

150 East 42nd Stree 
New York, New Y& I ~ O I ~  E D 
2 12-490-3000 
File No. 10557.00891 

MAY - 9  2011 

NEW YORK 
COCINTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

APR 1 5  2011 
4440090.1 



ISRAEL SASONI and JANET SASONI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as : 
Successor by merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., : 
et al., including MAREMONT CORPORATION, : 

Index No. 190327-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNIY CLERK'S OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York pzs-..\ 6,2011 

t r -  
Patti- Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti#i 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

\ 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 

' New York, New York 100 19 
(2 12) 506- 1700 

- / B W  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
______r______l l_________13______111_____-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Israel Sasoni and Janet Sasoni 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190327/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s M a  MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORI) CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are h 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LIIIz-I\\ 
t +& (/----- 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 

FT'LED ; 
McCORD C O W 0  
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No.: 06507.01348 
212 -" 

1AY - 9 2011 

w 3 -  39 3 gh$EiSlj'yORK 
~ , F Y CLERK'S  OFFICE^ SO ORDERED, 

A m  2 2 2011 
4325837.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 1 _ _ _ _ - - 1 _ _ - - - - - 1 _ - - - _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Wilfred Joseph Gogel and Catherine Josephine Gogel 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190332/10 

- - - -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - I - - - - - - _ -  

IRE, defendant CARIUER CORPORATION hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York + 
I /  

. Belluck, Esq. 
CK & FOX LLP 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

File No. 10557.00895 
MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
C O h l ~ ~ ~  CLERKS OFFICE’ 

SO ORDERED, &- Hon. Sherry K. itler 

4325824.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION [ I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 190332/10 

WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL AND CATHERINE ! 
JOSEPHINE GOGEL, 

i 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 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dism 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
Y r / (  ,2011 

Wilfred J. Gogel and Cath 
Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New Y ork, New York 10036 

MCGIVNEV & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

2383-29642 

N00389SS-1 APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190332/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL AND CATHERINE 
JOSEPHINE GOGEL, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Taco, 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, Taco, Inc., be and the same 

Dated: New Yor New York u7l ,2011 

Laura B. Hollman, Ksq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Taco, lnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifih Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

F I L E D  

N0038955-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : Index No,: 190332/10 
WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL AND CATHERINE j 
JOSEPHINE GOGEL, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Falk Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

defendant, Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
211 I /  1 ,2011 

Attorney for 
Jkphine  Gogel 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 1003( 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Falk Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

MA‘( - 9 201’ 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
875-0073 co\JNn CLERKS OFFICE 

N0038955-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190332/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL AND CATHERINE 
JOSEPHINE GOGEL, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, 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, Fairbanks Company, be and the s 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
4r/I ,2011 

- 
Oxwgdeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ” g ZOll 546 Fifth Avenue 

New York, New York 10036 MAY 

504-0660 

N00389S5-1 

APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY i NYCAL 

i T.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190332AO 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL AND CATHERINE 1: 

JOSEPHINE GOGEL, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Croll-Reynolds Engineering 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, Croll-Reynolds Engineering 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, Croll-Keynolds Engineering Company, Inc., be and t f i  same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York _dl( .2011 

Robkrt Dari’sh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Croll-Reynolds Engineering Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WilfredJ. Gogedand Cath 
Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue 

MAY - 9 20” New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10036 
(212) 509-3454 

bEW RKS OFF-‘ SO ORDERED, 
r,nut47+y‘ w 

1273-34 

N0038955-1 APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL AND CATHERINE 
JOSEPHINE GOGEL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC,, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190332/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Zurn Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I 
Dated: New ork, New York 

4Tl l  ,2011 

r 
7 Esq. 

=Defendant 
Zurn Industries, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

erine Josephine Gogel 

New York, New York 10036 

N0038955-I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILFRED JOSEPH GOGEL AND CATHERINE 
JOSEPHINE GOGEL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 190332/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Wolff & Munier, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Wolff & Munier, 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 Wolff & Munier, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
Y f I (  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Wolff & Munier, Jnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

N0038955-1 

APR 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r-----l___________"________l_________rl_- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S Part 30 

X _-_"_--_-____lll_______ll__________l_____ 

This Document Relates To: Index NO: 10-190350 

WHEREFORE, defendant RT. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC., incorrectly s/h/a "R.T. 
Vanderbilt Company, Inc., Individually and as Successor to Gouverneur Talc Company, 
Inc." hereinafter ("R.T. Vanderbilt Company, Inc."), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 
against defendant R.T. Vanderbilt 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 
RT. Vanderbilt Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, New York 10017 bilt Company, Inc. 

New York, New Y o + ! l l L  E D 
Our File No. 09030. @OS 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

\e@\ 

4335490.1 II G 7  I ?.flIQ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Anthony Corino and Antoinette Corino, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 190351/10 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 

Attorney for Plainti 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

3fLY 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Anthony Corino an tte Corino, 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York. New York 10005 . 
(212) 232-1300 53 ,/ / MAY - 9 2011 (212)558-5500 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

- 

Hon. REI'!$ Klein Heitler 

1863-27246 

4834-1 592-1 928.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y Q M  Index No. 19037/10 

Plain tiffs, 

- against I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Defend ants. 

X ________-fl l_l______"-~--------- - -~----~~~--~----_--~~~--------- - - - -  

WHEREFORE, Defeiidmt JOY GLOBAL WC, C'YOY GLOBAL,") hereby requests 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant JOY GLOBAL with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, JOY GLOBAL be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs to either party. 

8 

Katrina Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCPLMBRIDGE 2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

JOY GLOBAL INC. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 F I L E D  

MAY - 9 2011 

C O m m  CLERK'S OFF=' 

SO ORDERED, - 
NEW YORK Hon. Sherry Klein HeitIer 

APR 2 2 2011 



James Guck and Joan Guck 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190368/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as 
successor in interest to the Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul Corporation (Vellumoid), 
incorrectly s/h/a "Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as successor to Felt Products 
Manufacturing Co. and/or the former Vellumoid division of Federal-Mogul Corp." hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintifr s complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos 
Personal Injury Trust, as successor in interest to the Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul 
Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as successor in interest to the 
Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul Corporation be and the same are hejeby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 10022 Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal 
Injury Trust, as successor in interest 
to the Vellumoid Division of 
Federal-Mogul Corporation 
150 East 42"d Street 

ew York, New York 100 17 
rieNo, 11121.00017 

SO ORDEIIED, 

4290506. I 



James Guck and Joan Guck 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company, incorrectly s/h/a "Federal-Mogul 
Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Co. andor the 
former Vellumoid division of Federal-Mogul Corp." hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiff's complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as successor to Felt Products 
Manufacturing Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without 
costs. 

800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 sbestos Personal 

No. 11 120.001 13 
NEW YORK 

4290497.1 



-against- 

ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA, & &., 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: ?/@LA-- 
Patti Bwshtyn Lawrence G. Lee 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY - 9  2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIa 



.- 
- '  I 

-* 3 
-. SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

JULIO C. GARAY and ROXANNA GARAY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 190404-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont 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 Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

fYlTF'E D ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
MAY - 9 2011 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q / T  , ' ,2011 

5b-n I/---- 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

+&., 
---.* --.. 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 
2 1 2  5-96 - I g ~ 3  



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT I MOTION AND I 

ORDER 
- - - - - . .  X I 

WHEREFORE, defendant SPENCER HEATER, a division of AVCO Corporation, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant SPENCER HEATER, a division of AVCO Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 1 
Our File Nurr@H: (35% 

4312781.1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

/ I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 190413/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Cornelius By1 and Nina Yang Byl, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 lSt Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Cornelius By1 and Nina Yang By1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 232-1300 

1863-27376 

4834- 1592- 1928. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
Y O N ,  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
RAYOND CARELLA and EDNA CARELLA ! ' NYCAL 

Plaintiffs, j Index No.: 190416-10 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al, ! NO-OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants 

WHEREFORE, Defendant TWC The Valve Company named in this lawsuit as 

Walworth TWC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant, 

TWC-The Valve Company, named in this lawsuit as Walworth TWC, with prejudice, and there 

begin no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross Claims against 

Defendant, TWC-The Valve Company, named in this lawsuit as Walworth TWC, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York, 
,/ 

RG & NEWMAN, P.C. 
Attorneys f& Defindant 
156 West 56* Street, Suite 2002 
New York, New York 10019 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TWC-The Valve Company 

Jc&,qdWhliams, Esq. 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs \ 
Raymond Carella and Edna Carella 

Hon. Judge Presiding 

2211409~1 



PI ai n t i ffs, Index No. 1904 16- 10 

- against - 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Gilmour Supply Co., Inc., fMa B. F. Gilmour Co., 

a division of Davidson Pipe Supply, Inc., ("Gilmour Supply Co., Inc.") hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Gilmour Supply 

Co., 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, Gilmour Supply Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Atto& for Defendant Attorney for Plaintfls 1 
Gilmour Supply Co., Inc. fMa 
B.F. Gilmour Co., a division of Davidson 
Pipe Supply, Inc. 700 Broadway 
ALSTON & BIRD LLP 

New York, New York 10016 

Raymond Carella and Edna Carella 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
90 Park Avenue (212) 558-5500 

(2 12) 2 10-9400 

SO ORDERED, APH 15 201u 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

ADMIN/20746354v I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190416/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Raymond Carella and Edna Carella, 

Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Air & Liquid Systems Corporation, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests surnmary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor 

" 1  

Megan E. &egstein, Esq. u 
-e '/?!y/fq 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

Attorney far Plaintiff 
Raymond Carella and Edna Carella, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadwav 

Oo0k New York, New York 10005 n New Yark. NLw York 1 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDEWD, 
Hon. She Heitler 

1863-27365 

4834-1592-1928. I 

IL 
HAY - 

E D  
9 2011 

NEW YORK 
~ W - Y  CLERK'S OFFICE] 



SUPRlEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YOFW 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VOLKERT J. PETERS 
PLAINTIFF( S), 
vs. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. 
ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190423-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. 3( I 411 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

1 
New York, New York 1 

flay 9 tofr (212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



VOLKERT J.  PETERS 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albert on New York 
y//< ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

\ 9tomeys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

ertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



t I * 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOR'K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_..I *---.. *Ifl.. ...."""..."" .--.k*44+* - - - - -  I"* " ~ r * r C . l C w " " . . . l  .--x 
VOLKERT J. PETERS, 

',- Plaintiff, 

- agginst - 

ndsx No. 190423AO 

NO OPPOStTlQN 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTIOHA ND ,ORDER A D .  SMITH WATER PRORUCTS, CO., e l  01 
Dsf en& nta . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., and ita past 

and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and suw.mEaswm in 
intereet snd their agents, heirs and maigns ("Defendants"], hereby request Summary 

Judgment in the abova-antitled case, pursuant to Civii Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing Plaintiff's complaint: against Defendants with prejudice, and there being no 
apposftion thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crow claims against 

Defendants, be and t he  ~srna are hamby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Derted:New York New York 
, ,  L\\,\.i* 2011 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC LEWIS BRISE015 BISGAARD AND SMITH LLP 

New York, NW York 10036 Naw Yo&, New York, 10005 
(21 2) 558-5500 C2_1_2) 232" 1300 i:,:;.* - 9 2017 

SO QRDERED: 

! 

I 

I 

4R2h-12 17.3321, I 

APR 2 2 2011 



>4 S ~ P R E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 
j (Heitler, I.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

0 

/ Index No.: 190423/10 
Volkert J. Peters: 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

there t 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3/21 2011 

* e l ! ! d 7 q L '  
B&jamfn Darche, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Volkert J. Peters 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Megan E. bdiegstein, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 F I  D 

, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1300 

MAY - 9 2011 SO ORDERED, 

1863-27369 

4834-1592-1928.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there being no 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

II 

VOLKERT J. PETERS 
vs. 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 
ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190423/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company requests summq judgment in the i 

4 I rd l  without costs. 

WEITZ & LUX U . C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10279 

MAY - 9 2011 (212) 227-7878 

NEW YORK 
r W W T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE: SO ORDERED: 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10-1 90443 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ -  

STEVE P. FREDRICKSON 

V. 

AMETEK, INC., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND I 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SIEMENS ENERGY, INC. (incorrectly sued as 
SIEMENS ENERGY INC., as Successor in Interest to Murray) hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against incorrectly named defendant SIEMENS ENERGY, 
INC. (incorrectly sued as SIEMENS ENERGY INC., as Successor in Interest to Murray) 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant SIEMENS ENERGY, INC. (incorrectly sued as SIEMENS ENERGY 
INC., as Successor in Interest to Murray) be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. A 

. 
%$arco, Esq. 

TVILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Dated: New Yo 

WEITZ AND LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

SIEMENS INDUSTRY, INC., 
Successor in Interest to Siemens 
Energy & Automation, Inc. 

New York, New 
my 

NEW YQRK 
C o u ~  I'Y CLERKS OFFICE: 

Error! Unknown document property name. 



’ SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

: IndexNo. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Thomas Stringer and Marcia Stringer, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., individually and improperly sued 

herein as “Peerless Heater Co., Inc.,” hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules t~ 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, NC., individually and improperly sued herein as “Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc.,” with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims ahd cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

1 Dated: New York, New York 
4/ /4 / / /  , 

Benjamin Darche, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas Stringer and Marcia Stringer, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

ttamey for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, New York 10005 OF (212) 558-5500 

NAY - 9 20” : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-23252 

r z  ? R ;2 2 20111 
4825-4276-9672.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_- ~-.~---I -- - -. I I I-" - 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH CURNYN AND NORAH CURNYN Index No. 19O462-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- .- - - . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Faber Burner 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, Faber 

Burner Company, with prejudice in this action, and there being no apposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant, Faber Burner Company, be and the 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
g 201' 

NP'( - 
1 

+_ - M 7 w . J  4 
s for Plaintiff ) Samuel G. Probst - 

Weiti & Luxenber ,, Faber Burner Company 
700 Broadway - 7 Y? floor 1000 East Bald Eagle Street 
New York, NY 10003 Lock Haven, PA 17745 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
-_l_______r__"r____"1____1_1__1_________------------------------ X NYCAL 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 
X _____11"1_1______-----------------r--1--"-----"----------1---- 

This Document Relates to: 
RONALD SZAMATULSKI 

Index No. 1 1-1 90079 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC.; 
ET AL 

WHEREFORE7 defendants YUBA CITY STEEL PRODUCTS CO. hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants YUBA CITY STEEL PRODUCTS 

CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to'all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants YUBA CITY STEEL PRODUCTS CO., be and the same hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 
b?lga 

E D  Lti 
i 

R A Y  - g 2017 
Mason Thomas 
2840 Fifth Street NEW WORK 
Davis, CA 9561 8-7759 m'Nn CERKs OFRa' 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue 

Ronald Szarnatulski S~TEEL PRODUCTS CO. 

SO ORDERED: 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_r---_"_"____-____r"___l____l____l____l_- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190090/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A,S. Part 30 

___--__r______I-________l_______________- X 
This Document Relates To: 

4 

Lester Maklan and Sheila Maklan 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, Individually and 
as Successor to SIEMENS ENERGY AUTOMATION, LNC. hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, Individually 
and as Successor to SIEMENS ENERGY AUTOMATION, INC. with prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190090/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SIEMENS ENERGY INC., as Successor in interest to 
MURRAY hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
SIEMENS ENERGY INC., as Successor in interest to MURRAY with prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant SIEMENS ENERGY INC., as Successor in interest to MURRAY be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Adam Dreksler, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DlCKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
SIEMENS ENERGY INC., as 
Successor in interest to MURRAY 
150 East 42'Id Street 
New York, New 
Our File No. 009 

MAY - 9 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFR& 

APR 2 2 2011 

4487639.1 


