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Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS part 3o A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

Defenciants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 

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

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Patti Burshiyn, Esq. L a w r e n c i ~  
By: B 

i. Lee, #LED . 

700 Broadway 264 West 40h Street MAY 1 0 2012 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 q ,  
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 COUNN CLERK'S OFFIE ; 

NEWYORK ,.A 
Dated: New York, New York 

so 
l a n  Heitler, J.S.C. 

ORDERED: 



r - -. . . . . 

I 4 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIRGIL LAFFEY, 
j Index No.: 190334/11, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTJON AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMTTH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs D'@ U 1 

\ LAFFEY, VIRGIL 
K A R S T ~ V O N  OISTE, LLP MAY 1 0 2012 

3 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

19500 State Highway 249, Suite 420 
/ Houston, TX 77070 CmNn -. CLERKS -. .IF -.I OFT'** 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

-- . 
2082-12373 



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

' I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIRGIL LAFFEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 19033411 1, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Coinpany, hereby requests summary j udginent 

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 sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

/ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

F I L E D  LAFFEY, VIRGIL 
KARST & VON OTSTE, LLP 

I Michelle D. Grady, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 77070 MAY 1 0 2012 
(212) 509-3456 88 

19500 State Highway 249, Suite 420 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4 

SO ORDERED, 

APP, 2.7 



1 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIRGIL LAFFEY 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 190334/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. -  _ _  - ._ _ _  
WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, -LLC, f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby 

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

5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a 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, LLC, f/Wa Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
LAFFEY, VIRGIL 
KARST&VONOISTE,LLF 1 L E D 
19500 State Highway 249, Suite 420 

HAY f 0 2012 
+ .  281) 970-9988 (212) 509-3456 

\ ,  

SO ORDERED, 

535-1 087 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH P. MCCORT AND MARTHA 
MCCORT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 190286/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTiON AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

G h a  B. H O ~ I ~ E U I ,  
Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 F 

McCort, Joseph P. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 *Ymk 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

i 

COUN 

SO ORDERED, im 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAY 1 0 2012 

TY CLERKS OFFICE 

c- 4 ny zyoRK 



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

1 

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

I 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 110130/98, 11 1065198, 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

JOHN SULLIVAN AND FRANCES SULLIVAN, I 1 17709/99 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant(s). I I 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

-- 

/< 

.I* /. 
{NO1 37 137- I } &@P* 

c 



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

I 

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

(Heitler, J.) 
I 
1 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I Index No.: 190043/12 
I 
I 
I WAI C. TOM & PAMMELA LEE, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s) : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, et al., I 

Defendant(s). I 

I 
I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, WR BONSAL COMPANY, hereby requests sc 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, WR BONSAL COMPANY without prejudice, an 
--. 

L.eky no opposition thereto, 
c 

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

defendant, WR BONSAL COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without pi 

and without costs. 

Matihew D-. Sampar, Esq. - ' B r l d g e t r u x i l l o ,  Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
WR Bonsal Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. THE LANIER LAW FIRM, PLLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Wai C, Tom and ~amm&,,J L E 
126 East 56th Street, Six Floor 

10022 MAY 1 0 2 
(2 12) 509-3456 

w~ 1 Y CLEW: 
NEW YOR 

SO ORDERED, 
(3Mz 1004-5 

(NO134 I91 - I  } 

\&'I 

'I 



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

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

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY KNEISEL and WILLIAM KNEISEL, 

Plaintiff( s) 

I Index No,: 190080/12 
I 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

Defendant(s\. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, FAIRBANKS COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, FAIRBANKS COMPANY with prejudice, 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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Fairbanks Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Mary Kneisel and William Kneisel 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 8 
Hon. Sherri Klei'n Heitler 

{N0134184-1} 
, ?fie 0504-922 



.... . .- - _-- 

SIJPKEME COURT OF 'I'HE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 109496/03 
j THOMAS GEORGE MISKILL AND HELENA 

MISKILL, 
Plaintiffs, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., TNC., et ul., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, OC Keckley, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

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

against defendant, OC Keckley, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant, OC Keckley, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
OC Keckley 
MC'GIVNEY & KI,UGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas George Miskill and Helena Miskill 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

MAY 1 0 2012 
804-0003 

(NO128 123-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK couN'ry ~ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ THIS DOC'CJMENT REFERS TO: 

LYNDA D'ANDRADE, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTRlX OF THE ESTATE OF THOMAS 
GEORGE MISKILL AND HELENA MISKILL, 

I Plaintiffs, 

I -against- 

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

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

Index No.: 109496/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

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

Estate of Thomas George Miskill 
WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  

MAY 1 6 2o12 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-I } 

~ & U\S* / 
s & ~  - liic.\' 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

I (Heitler, J.) 
I 
I 

I 
I Index No.: 190080/12 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I 
I 
I MARY KNEISEL and WILLIAM KNEISEL, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s) ' I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- 

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

Defendant(s), I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, COLUMBIA BOILER COMPANY OF POTTSTOWN, hereby 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, COLUMBIA BOILER COMPANY OF 

POTTSTOWN with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, COLUMBIA BOILER COMPANY OF POTTSTOWN, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York y* ,2012 

P. 

/- 1- 
/ 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. B e $ d n  K c h e ,  Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
Columbia Boiler Company Of Pottstown Mary Kneisel and 

New York, New 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0134184-1} 

York 10004 



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

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

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY KNEISEL and WILLIAM KNEISEL, 

Plaintiff(s) 

I Index No.: 190080/12 
I 
I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendant( s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, KARNAK CORPORATION, hereby requests su 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, KARNAK CORPORATION with prejudice, an 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, JSARNAK CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ++-- 2012 

MCGIVNEY Carol M. Ternpesta, & KLUGER, Esq. P.C. 77 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

, F e i L l L  E Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Mary Kneisel and William 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Kamak Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 MAY 1 
(212) 509-3456 

COUNI-YC~EF 
NEW y 

781-78 
SO ORDERED, 

{NO1 34184-1) 



. ... . . -. - .- . -. _. . . . .. .. . .. . . .. __ . .... - 

SUPREME CQUR1' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

; NYCAL 
I (Heitlei-, J.} 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBES'I'OS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 

mIs DOCUMENT REFERFLQ 1 

Index No.: 11 1230/01, 123078/01 
GERTRUDE KRALJIC, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JERKY CHIERCRIA AND 
JOAN CHERCHIA, INDIVIDUALLY, I 

Plain 1 ill( s), I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S. ,  INC., et d., I 
I 
I 
I 
I Defendant( s). 

.+*-.-A+ 

WIEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgmcnt in fhe above 

entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Lnw and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Oakhbco, Inc. wilh prejudice, mi there being 110 opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco, hc. ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
Y 

costs. 

$ F I L E D  

McGivnw & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defeiidanls 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, 

~0041B02-1) 

*JP Pb" '.* 



JOSEPH E, C M ,  

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et aI., hdex No. : 1 140 16/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY, hTC ("ASC") hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-mtitlcd case, pursuant t o  Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 3212, dismissing pIaintifTs complaint with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon natice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant ASC bc and the  me is hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

/%%?z&LT%&+ - 
Matthew T. Maclnt-yre, Esq, 4' 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway , 335 Madison A W ~ U ~ ,  12"' FIOCX 
New York, New York 10003 

W I T 2  & LUXEn'BGRti 'THOMPSON HXNE LLP 
Attorney far Defendants 

(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, 

206690 1 



ANGELA GABEL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL H. DE SANTIS, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 109921/2004 

WHEREFORE, defendants ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY, INC. (ASC) and 

ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA (ALCOA) hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs' complaint with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendants ASC and ALCOA be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 3120) Ix 
New York, New York 

JohnzRichmond, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

,J /- 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12'h Floor 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

216130 I 



J’ 

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

In re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) FRANCIS G. FEE, SR. and MARY FEE, his wife 

Plaintiffs, 
V. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION 

Index No. 190136/11 
A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendant. 

WHEREAS, Defendants, Nitram Energy, Inc. and Peerless Mfg. Co improperly sued as 

Peerless Industries, Inc. request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Nitram Energy, 

Inc. and Peerless Mfg. Co, improperly sued as Peerless Industries 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 

Nitram Energy, Inc. and Peerless Mfg. Co., improperly sued as Peerless Mfg. Co. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

York, New York 

K e v i w  Berry, Esq. 
Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 10 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038 

Gross Shuman Brizdle & Gilfillan, P.C. 

212-267-3091 

SO ORDERED 

1 . Doc # 361593 1 sy,t 



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

Dated: New 

Estate of ANTHONY J. MIGNONE, SR., 

ork, New York 
r r z  IC 

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

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., al., IAS part 3o 

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 'I'hc Goodyear Tire & Rubbcr Conipany and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: 

2 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

264 West 40''' Street 
New York. New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
A I  

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 1 0 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - _ - I - - _ - - - _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

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

X - -1 -_ - - - -_ - -11__- - - -_1__________1_11____-  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103527/03 
126681/02 

Alfred DiFranco 

- - - - - - - I - - - -  - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - r__-  

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& 

'.h ?, 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. <:*\+, 

Y WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

( I J / /  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Yor 

4915147~. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l " ~ l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

NYCAL 

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

X 
This Document Relates To: Index No: 104645/03 

126687/02 

Dan A. DeVico 

... 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

4 1131 17, 

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

New York, New Yor 
150 East 42"d Street s 
Our File No. : 

* MAY 1 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 1 )  

TYCLERK'SOFFICE * ' 
nC), - 

e- * NEWYORK 11 

./' 

4915 142v. 1 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

X ___"_"r- l -_- - - - - l l l__-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103999/03 
126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 

Y l  

._ ,&A2 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. "%,\ 

k; WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

491 500Xv. I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

# W L E D  J 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yor 
Our File No. 05335.2 07 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ll____--------_l"___--------- - - - - - - - - - l -  

NYCAL 

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

X l "________________ l l_ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 127406/02 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York New York 

0. 0 5 3 3 5 . 2 8 g 7 1  L E D 
t 

M y  10 2012 
SO ORDERED, 1 

4915266v.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _l____________________l__ll___ll________- 

NYCAL 

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

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 126935/02 
104 166/03 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
I WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 

MAY I 0 2012 ile No. 05335.29233 

SO ORDEMD, 
3 

4 

491 5 2 6 1 ~ .  1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ l r l _ l _ l _ r -  

NYCAL 

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

X _ _ _ _ _ _ f l _ " l " l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - I - - - " - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 105605/03 
126937/02 

. *  " 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Yor 

335. 
i 

SO ORDERED, I 11 2012 
1 

4915259~. I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 1 :  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

I 

X - - _ _ _ l " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r r _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

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

Michael A. Maraglino NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
0RI)ER 

X ___l l__-- - - - - - - l l" - -_- - - - - - - - - - I - - -"- - - - - - - - -  

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 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 

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

SO ORDERED, 

491525 lv. 1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

Hon. Sherry R. Heitler 
COUNTY CLERK'S ~ ~. OFF1 

YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______________I________________________I~ 

NYCAL 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

491 5242v. 1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York ! 
OurFileNo. 0 ~ 5 . * & ' 5  L E D 4 ' 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __________ l"_ - - - - - - -___ I I_______________-  

NYCAL 

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

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l r _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ l _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1040 18/03 
126686/02 

Vincent Leone NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Yo 
Our File No. 05335, 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

I 
4 

ir 
L E D  1 

'1 
MAY I o 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

i 

I 

. "  
4915237v.1 \. >< 



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

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
X l - _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ - " _ _ l l ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " -  

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X -" -"_ l r - -___- - -_ l" l -_ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -" -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 103509/03 
126681/02 

Samuel Osborne NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ r - r r - - - - - - - - - - - - " _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

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

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

Dated: New York, New York - 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Yor 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

- Our File No. 05335.2 '#!:I L E D 
SO ORDERED, MAY 1 3 2012 

4915293v.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _______I"___________llrr________________- 

NYCAL 

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

X _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 10351 1/03 
12668 1/02 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

rlr7lre 

WEITZ & LU 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

so ORDERED, 

4915291~. 1 

150 East 42"d Street ' 

New York, New Yorki10 
File No. 05335.2912 P I L E D  

Hon. Sh&y K. Hkitler 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
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This Document Relates To: Index No: 126395/02 
1 04 146/03 

, *  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFCDER 

X - - 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, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

..New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.29239 

s 
4 Ed L E D 4 

MAY 1 0 2012 

I -  
\ -  

Pq 
\ \ -  * *  

+* 
4915289v.l 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 OO287/03 

MARJORIE K. NUGENT, AS EXECUTRIX FOR j 
THE ESTATE OF ROBERT F. NUGENT, AND j 
MARGORIE K. NUGENT, INDIVUDUALLY, j 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 o k Ne York q#kk3 r, 2012 

Y - .  
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO12903 1 -1  } 



CHUN HING LEE 

- 
INDEX NO: 
19008212012 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
AMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. JUDGMENT MOTION 

De fendan t (s) 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
March 7,2012 

*%- 
THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO 
La Sorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, XNC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 



CHUN HING LEE - SERVICE LIST 

Updated: 3/20/12 

COUNSEL: 

Edward Wilbraham, Esq. 
WILBRAHAM LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

& 

John Howarth, Esq. 
WILBRAHAM LAWLER & BUBA 
1818 Market St., Suite 3100 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-363 1 

David M. Katzenstein, Esq. 
McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
23 Vreeland Road, Suite 220 
Florham Park, New Jersey 07932 

Dennis Vega, Esq. 
SEDGWICK, DETERT, 
MORAN & ARNOLD 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2'h Floor 
Newark, New Jersey 07 102 

DEFENDANTS : 

Air & Liquid Systems Corporation 

Aurora Pump 

CBS (Viacorn; Westinghouse) 

Kirsten Alford Kneis, Esq./ Angela DiGiglio, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Crane Co. 

F I L E D !  i 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
"- NEW YORK 



GEORGE T. HOBBS, JR. and MARIE JANE HOB- 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
(Individually and as Successor to Armstrong Machine 

Works); et al. 
Defendant(s) 

* '.# - ' RECEIVED - BY 

APR - 4 2012 

La Sorsa 8 Beneventano 
L 

INDEX NO: 190030/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. (Individually and as successor to 

Armstrong Machine Works) hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled action, pursuant 

to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Armstrong International, Inc. 

(Individually and as successor to Armstrong Machine Works) with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

Armstrong International Inc., (Individually and as successor to Armstrong Machine Works) be 

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
March30  ,2012 

MARK BIBRO, ESQ. 
- 

THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO 
EARLY, LUDWICK, SWEENEY LaSorsa & Beneventano 
&STRAUSS Attorney for Defendant 
Attorney for Plaintiff ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC.(s/ha 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FL Armstrong International, Inc., Individually and as 

Successor to Armstrong Machine Works) 
3 Barker Avenue, White PI New York, New York, 10017 

i 

SO ORDERED, MAY 1 0 2012 



AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 

STATE OF NEW YORK 1 
ss: 

COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER ) 

MELANIE ANGELUCI, being duly sworn deposes and says: that she is 
employed in the LA SORSA & BENEVENTANO, is over the age of 18 years and to a 
party to this action. 

That on APRIL 11,2012 she served the annexed: 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

RE: Hobbs v. Armstrong International, et al. 

UPON: 

EARLY, LUDWICK, SWEENEY & STRAUSS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20TH FLOOR 
New York, NY, 1001 7 

ALL DEFENSE COUNSEL 

by depositing true copies therewith in a Post Office Box regularly maintained by the 
Government of the United States and under the care of the Postmaster of the County of 
New York Post Office, New York, enclosed in a securely closed wrapper with the 
postage prepaid, addressed to said attorneys at the addresses noted above. Thos being 
the addresses designated in the last papers served herein by said attorneys. - e 
Sworn to before me this 

Notay Public, State of New York 
No.: 02DE6118048 
Qualified in Ulster County 
Commission Expires 11/1/2012 

I L E D  1 
a ~ r y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK -A  



ATTORNEY SERVICE RIDER FOR GEORGE T. HOBBS, JR. 

Index No 12-190030 As of 411 71201 2 

Suzanne Halbardier Esq. 
Barry, McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street - 14th Floor 
New Y ork, NY 10006 
(212)3 13.3600 Voice (212)608.8902 FAX 
Attorneys for 84 LUMBER COMPANY 

Robert C. Malaby Esq. 
Malaby & Bradley, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, NY 10038 
212-791-0285 Voice 212-791-0286 FAX 
Attorneys for CLEAVER BROOKS CO. 

Kristen Alford Kneis Esq. 
K&L Gates LLP 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
212-536-3900 Voice 212-536-3901 FAX 
Attorneys for CRANE COMPANY 

Joan Gaisor Esq. 
McGivney & Kluger, P.C. 
80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, NY 10004 
212.509.3456 Voice 212.509.4420 FAX 
Attorneys for FAIRBANKS COMPANY, THE 

Michael Tanenbaum Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, M o m  & Arnold, LLP ( N J )  
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 
973-242-0002 Voice 973-242-8099 FAX 
Attorneys for GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 

Lawrence G. Lee Esq. 
Lynch Daskal Emery LLP 
264 West 40th Street, 18th Floor 
New York, NY 10018 
212-302-2400 Voice 212-302-2210 FAX 
Attorneys for GEORGIA-PACIFIC 
CORPORATION 



ANGELA GABEL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL H. DE SANTIS, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 109921/2004 

WHEREFORE, defendant FARRELL LINES INCORPORATED ("Farrell Lines") 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Farrell Lines with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant Farrell Lines be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: 31 Z @ \ t L  
New York, New York 

Jam. Richmond, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12'h Floor 
New York, New York 1001 7 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, -7 4 

1 
1 : .  

'p 
c a u ~ n ( X 3 W ' S O F f l E  ' 

NEWYORK 5J +! 216127 1 

I 

- 

- _ _  



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

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

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 107446/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

---------___-------_----------------------*~---"---------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

CHERYL WOODS, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES J. WOODS 

_ _  

WHEREFORE, Defendants HESS CORPORATION and CROWLEY PETROLEUM 

SERVICES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing Plaintiff's 

Complaint against Hess Corporation and Crowley Petroleum Services, Inc. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereof, 

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

against Defendants Hess Corporation and Crowley Petroleum Services, Inc. be anuJ 'i, 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. - 1 

Dated: New York, NY 
Anril 1 1, 201 2 

as M. Canevari, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 I f h  Floor 
New York, NY 10022 I 80 Pine 

ys for Defendants 

SO ORDERED, 1 
Hon. S m i  y Kle7h Heitler 

\ -' 
3 79345.1 d' 



ROLAND E. LA DIEU SR. and JEANNE 
LA DIEU, 

Index Nos. 1 10790/02 
10650W02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., Including 
MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 

defendant Maremont Corporation be 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 ) 2012 

to all co-defendants, all claims 

and the same are hereby dismis 

Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. d 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintus 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defindant 
1633 Broadway 

Hon. Sherry Klein He i t l ew  



: Index Nos. 10441 7/03 
126934/02 

JOHN T. CASSIDY and MARGIE CASSIDY, 

Plainti ff(s), 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N w York, New York L z,!- x42- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Tire & 
Inc. 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 1 8  2012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, : 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 1041 84/03 
126935102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York z<, z o c r r ,  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

MAY 1 0 2012 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: New York, New York nfl / 

'1 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

4 i NEW YORK 

hQ9 ' 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. S h e r r w i n  Rdtler, J.S.C. $ 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O.SM1TH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 1041 55/03 
12693 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodycar 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 m U , z Y 2 -  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: - 
' Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 HAY 1 0 2012 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 3; 
C ~ U N T ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 3@wYORK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME CdURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _____"1_____111______-----------------------------------------"- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No, 107001/02 

1 1 1909/02 

____________________________________II__---~--"---------1--"--- 

WALTER W. WILSNACK 111, 

Plaintiff, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

Defendants. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
P& Z Z , Z @ t  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

/ - 
By: By: --&.A 

4 F I L E D :  i 
! 

Phan Alvarado Ian S. Millican 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 MAY 1 0 2012 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

Y 
v 

SO ORDERED: 



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

'3\Q 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., &, : part 3o 

1 2 ,  

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 Plaintiff's 

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

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

I 

1 



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

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

WF IERKPORII, dcfcndants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N  w York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
efendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
oodyear Canada Inc. 

Ey: 
. .  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 MAY 1 3 2012 4 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt al., : part 3o 

Defendants. 
----" ....-------- .. ..,"-----.. I---r - ---l..rr------ x 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York $%/L 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company a n w o o d  year Canada Inc, 

By: 
Lawrence G. Lee 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street E 
MAY 1 2012 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heifler, J.S.C. 
.* 

J' 



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: 

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 York, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for D fendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

ar,z/i-z 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs A 

F I L E D  J 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

i 
MAY 1 0 2012 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

f 
Dated: New York, New York W N n  CLERK'S OFFICE ; ' I 

+ P O R K  4 

9 10 p p  9 
SO ORDERED: 1 %  



, 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC,,gtgl., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: By: 
Frank Ortiz Lawrence G. Lee 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

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

Dated: 

SO OR 

F I L E D :  



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs , 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
-against- 

: IAS Part 30 . A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., a&, 

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 tho 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

; 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 MAY 1 0 2812 

J l  

CLERKS OFFICE: ' Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X "lrr"_-_--__--r-_---_________l_________l--""--------r---------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 1 18277/02 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

_r__l________________________________I__----------------------- 

DIANE J. WILSON, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate CHARLES J. 
WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., &, . 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
r Tire & Rubber 

By: ." j" *-*' 

., 

Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 MAY 1 0 2012 1 

1 

-4 

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

i 
CLERK'S OFF168 w NEW YORK pT? '? 

Dated: New York, New York 

/I 
SO ORDERED: Y -*H' ' 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 5 



JOHNCHILARSKI and HELEN CHILARSKI, : Index NO. 190391/10 

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

3M COMPANY, gt aJ., 

Defendants. 

Won. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mcggitt Aircraft Braking Systcrns Corporation hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Meggitt Aircraft Braking Systems Corporation 

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

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

Mcggitt Aircraft Braking Systems Corporation be, and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New k ew York * 
NAPOLI BERN RIPRA LLP 

B 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
V 

Attorneys far Defendant Meggitt Aircraft Braking 
Systems Corporation 

350 5th Avenue, Suite 7413 
New York, New York 10118 

264 West 40th Street 
New York. New York 10018 

(212) 267-3700 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAY 1 0 2012 

SO ORDERED: 

(212) 267-3700 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New Ynrk -.-- 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ________________II_________________ll_l_- 

NYCAL 

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

X __"__l_____________l I I__________________-  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 109339/02 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

11.1 L E D 

49 1 1866v. 1 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 17573/02 
107099/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ l _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - -  

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

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

Dated: New York, New York + 
*- 

e*, 

)I Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, - 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
Nw-Hrk ,  New Y o r E 1 1  L 
Our File No. 05335.2 7, 

a 

491 1837v.I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

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

Index No: 1 13280/02 
120 109/02 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

. *, '>* -* 
4 '  

491 183 1v.l J\'* 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___l"_r-------l-----__________r______l_r- 

NYCAL 

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

X _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 127 128/02 
12 1082/02 

Anthony F. Cataldo 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

,A- 

(+&& 

New 150 East York, 42nd New Street York 1 F,\ 

p R  7 %  
& u &* / 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 E D q: 

Our File No, 05335.2842 ZUQ Mby 15 
som* 

SO ORDERED, *';& Y@ 

~ V&V" 

491 1823v.l 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____l__-_- - - - -" - - - - -__r l_____________l__-  

NYCAL 

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

X _l_---_----___--_______________lll______- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 266 12/02 

Arthur Norlander 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

~~ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

l , $ O  East 42nd Street " 

New York, New York 100 
Our File No. 05335.28986 

MAY 1 0 2012 

4915284v.I 



.... .. .... 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l l____-- - - - - - -"- - - - -_________l_____r____-  

NYCAL 

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

X - - - - - - - - - -__________ l l_ r_____________r__-  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 104026/03 
126686/02 

Raymond M. Nodell 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 ,/ IG,/ I2 

so ORDERED, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. -% ++ Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG - .> WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

o rk ,NewYorpOb L E D 1 
ur File No. 05335.2 35 

MAY 1 0 2012 
I 

il 
LERK'S OFFICE I 

4915278v.l 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______..____------l--___________l_______l- 

NYCAL 

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

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ r - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 04 148/03 
12693 5/02 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, 

n 

Hon. Sherry K. 1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

&w Our File York, No. New 05335.2 Yor pop 41' L E D 
MAY 1 0 2012 

COWNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4915297v.1 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/zt&L.& A(, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & RLuuer 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

1 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street F I L E D ;  
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 MAY \ 0 I 

New York, New York 100 18 



I 

HOAOLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NWVBRWSWICK. IUI 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ol W T Z V ' S  MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON. WJ 

PO BOX 480 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICIA M. BAILEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
KENNETH BAILEY JR. AND JOHN BAILEY AS 

F. BAILEY 
CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH 

against 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-101245 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: 
New York, New York 
Ylbliz F I L E D  - + 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
ittor neys for Defendant, 
iohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

L, - 
I 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG kv 
Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , k y  

Patricia M. Bailey, Individually and Kenneth 
Bailey Jr. and John Bailey as Co-Executors 
for the Estate of Kenneth Bailey 
700 Broadwav 

io ORDERED: 

I ll1llll lllll lllll lllll 111 llllll11 lllH1llll11ll Ill llll 
BY-CELLO-13 

. . ... .- - ... .. . 



PAUL A. MONAGHAN, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of JOHN J. 
MONAGHAN and VIRGINIA M. MONAGHAN, 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

P 1 ai nti ffs, 

-against- : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEEFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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 dismisscd with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York 

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

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 
wrence G. Lee 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 MAY 1 0 

) . , I .  . 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

i 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



-against- 

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 

al., 
: 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 Goodycar Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

I 

By: F." I , By: 

" Frank Ortiz l7' 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

' 3  
".* . I. 

>' 

MAY 1 Q 2012 
I COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE, 

\ '  YORK 

Lb "3 9' 3 )  



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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 MAY 1 0 2012 

4 

' 264 West 40'" Street 
New York. New York 1001 8 - 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE Dated: New York, New York 
*I 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
DONNA J, LOTOSKI, as Proposed Administratrix : Index No. 1 1 1864/01 
for the Estate of VINCENT S. NOGAS, and JANE : 

rl_l___rl_________________II____________----------------------- 

V. NOGAS, Individually, and DONNA J. - NO OPPOSITION LOTOSKI as the Executrix for the Estate of JANE * 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER V. NOGAS, 

Plaintiffs , 

-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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

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

Dated: New York, New York 0 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 MAY 1 0 2012 
(2 1 2) 302-2400 

.I 

SO ORDERED: :- Hon. Sherr lein Heitler, J.S.C. 



. - __ . - 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ________1___1"1----~~-"---------------~~~-"~-----~~~~---------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 1 19387/00 

10002 1/0 1 

___________"-1-1-_1-----------------~~~~*~~~~~-~--------------- 

HARRY A. BURTON and BEVERLY J. 
BURI'ON, 

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

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC,, gt al., 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

_l_-----_-----------_______r_r__ - --------------* -*" ------..----- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 MAY 1 b (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



-against- 

A.C. & S . ,  TNC.,@&, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
TASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defcndants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York 

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

A 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

oodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

I L E D  Frank Ortiz 

MAY 1 0 2012 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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



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

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY 
X ________------ll_"__________lll_ll______- 

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: 

Daniel Bisogno 

.. 

Index No: 107 102/02 
1 19086/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - -  

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans,-Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. C H E S T E R T O F T r E  
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 001 I 

1 

MAY 1 0 2012 
-Our File No. 05335.26064 * 

491 1755v.l 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___________"ll______________l_l_lll_l__l- 

NYCAL 

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

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r r _ r r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 10269/02 
126206/02 
1 1 1006/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Mary Beth Beidl 

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 

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

' WEITZ & LUXENBERG \ Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

SO ORDERED, 

F) :* , -3NTY CLERK'S RK OFFICE 

iQQ 

491 I750v. 1 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

X _ _ _ _ _ _ " l _ " _ _ _ " _ r _ l _ _ - - - - - l - - r - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 10268/02 
12556 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 

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

SO ORDERED, 

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

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

ork,NewYork l E 7  L E D : 
le No. 05335.27650 

MAY 1 0 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
YORK 

4 

491 1552v.l 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
NewYork,NewYork ] E 7 1  L E D : 
QwFiIe No. 05335.27650 
- MAY 1 0 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _r---_------l___-__________rllr_l_______- 

NYCAL 

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

X ___________"________________l_l_lll_____- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 19783/02 
1 13277/02 

Roger J. Balducci NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

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 

Lt IS! 17, 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1 
pllrF&o. 05335.279 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

MAY 1 0 20'2 
SO ORDERED, 

4% 
491 1 5 4 8 ~ .  I 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ - " _ - - - l l - l - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

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

X __________"r - - - l " - - -____________ l__r_r__ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 14562/02 

.. . -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

--x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 /rz/f2 

' WEITZ & LUXENBERG ! .: Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 

SO ORDERED, I 

Y Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

MY I E"1 2012 L 

i 

4911543v.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __________________"I_l__ll_l___l________- 

NYCAL 

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

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r r _ _ r ~  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 126045/02 
1 13 566/02 

. -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON C 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 

, ' 

' .  
c. . . 

49 1 1808~. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I ~  

NYCAL 

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

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " l " r r - - - - - - _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 13278/02 
120896/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

U Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
, i  WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
~ e w Y o r k , N e w Y o r k  ]OF;;  I L E D 
Our File No. 05335.28015 

1. Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

MAY 1 0 2012 

.- 

SO ORDERED, 

49 I I797v. 1 



MICHAEL J. RUSSO AND CAROL RUSSO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 108768/2003 

WHEREFORE, defendant FARRELL LINES INCORPORATED ("Farrell Lines") 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Farrell Lines with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 
* ?  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims againsd '\ 
defendant Farrell Lines be and the 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ,- 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and ceom %'? 

L 

,/' 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
335 Madison Avenue, 12'h Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

I 
c 

w e  A. Nepf, Esq. ".' 

(212) 558-5500 2) 344-5680 

SO ORDERED, 

217061. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___----I"_-____-________I_______________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Walter Bunes 

... c .. .. .. .. 

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

Index No: 1 10267/02 
126379102 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

QhJkrs 
Julie R. Evans, E;q. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street i 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 05335.277 

c4 

491 1763v. 1 



1 

'1 

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

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

NYCAL 

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

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: Index No: 1268 10102 

I 10269/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

s 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4911759v.1 

_- 

&&A 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

I WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York I 



. c 
j SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ _ - - - - - - _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X ---__l--------l"_________lll____________~ 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 109059/02 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

,*- 

SO ORDERED, I 

491 1871 v. 1 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.27 

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

a #?\ L E  D 4 

couNfl CLERKS 

f 

MAY \ 0 lo" 4 

-A NEW WRK 

l& 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - l "_"___________l l r________________-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Steven M. DePietro 

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

Index No: 101 984/03 
1 243 3 9/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

4 P $4 I &' +, *v ) 
li /,f 

f-&&'.. &+ _ _ "  _,/ 

: Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
' WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
N e w Y o r k , N e w Y o r k p ~ i  L E D 
Our File No. 05335.28 0 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

! 
MAY 1 0 '1012 

4 
~m CLERKS O F H ~  4 SO ORDERED, 

p R  2 '  N'LW v c m  4 

49 I I869v. 1 



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

Index No.: 190525/11 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD WIERBACK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

.... - .  . -  

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

- _- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Wed-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: L711d4 ,2012 
New Y'ork, New York 

KARST & VON OISTE LLP 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
19500 State Hwy 249, Suite 420 
Houston, TX 77070 Weil-McLain 
(28 1) 970-9988 

Attorneys for Defend 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York. NY 10022 MY f 0 2012 

so ORDERED, 

1 Q%.JN-rY CLERKS OFFJCE 
NEW YORK 



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

Index No.: 10698 1/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. . . ..-. 

THOMAS WILLIAMS, 

Plaintifls), 

- against - 
WEILMCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: ,2012 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 4 

SEGhL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant !\*;LE D 4 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein H'dtler 



-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et.al. 

Index No.: 190497/11 

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

I,A,S, Part 30 
Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinaftcr "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Katrina Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCA 
& MAHONEY 

850 Third Avenue, Sui#A!Ob 0 2012 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

,+-p*Attorneys for Defendant 

4 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROSAFUO MORREALE 

NYCAL 

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

Index No. 00-125525. X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York NY 

& 

$q/? , i o 1 2  

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

B Y : B  

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, NY 10038 

(71 6 )  853-8 100 

13688781.1 



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

IN RE:  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES D. LANIGAN 

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

Index No. 99- 1078 17 J 
07-1021 14 ,./ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

2 Vuvuez 3 Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

-4O-Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED 

13778013.1 



Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a1 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, sk la  The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, sMa B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York : F I L E D  1 1  

y L s  ,2012 Q 

C O U N ~ C L ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ F F I C E  i 

NEW YORK 

-c 

LUXENBERG, P,C. Patrick J. er U 
700 Broadway SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
New York, NY 10003 BRENNAN, LLP 
(2 12)55S-5500 2 Research Way, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorrreys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
Benjamin Darche, E s q .  (609)924-6000 

I------ *+2'-" 

bPp 9 Q 7n17 - SO ORDERED 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: By: 

k V I P  3- twy 3 Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXEN~ERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, NY 10003 

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

lo, NY 14202 
853-8 100 

13845723.1 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
&I 4 ,2012 

Esq, 

n 

By: \ r  I 

Samuel Goldblatt, Esb. 'li 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, gfh Fl. 
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

.Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
ffalo, NY 14202 
6) 853-8100 

13845723.1 

-- Patterson-Kelley Company 

APR 2 7 2012 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E D  1 
? 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer @q. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

Bzffalo, NY 14202 

Attorneys for Plaintiff ,/ 
700 Broadway, 6Ih Fl. 
New York, NY 10003 

(716) 853-8100 

$?Y"? ',$ r QOl? i 

, 
I 8 .  

13845723 1 

\ 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: By: AY 1 0 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

._*- . 

SKH - R C V ~  & Dtd: ~ 

13845723.1 



. _ . 

I 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: x 2:>/ By: 

~ : c ) . A & l  &d[; Y Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, gfh F1. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

-.Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13845723.1 



* 

HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN. DUNST B 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMDNTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~ 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD CADDLE 

against 

AB6 LUMMUS CREST, INC., ET AL 

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

INDEX NO.: 00-125560 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
fly// W) a 0 4  a 

STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. RUTH D. MARCUS, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, Edward Caddle 
(ohler Co. 110 William Street 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WILENTZ GOLDMAN & SPITZER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

$0 ORDERED: 



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

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

RICHARD W. AMTHOR I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100738/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience 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 

,2012 

, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, .-\\ * 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -> 

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

h 

Atto 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 

(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.89936 

SO ORDERED, 1 
F I L E D  1 

4 
MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEWYORK - 



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

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH L. CULLENS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13473/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMT, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/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. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

& COURTNEY, P C  
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 I0523 

i 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

F I L E D  ? 

MAY 1 0 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ANDREW DOYCHAK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105634/03 & 
100904/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

,2012 
1 .  

Frank Ortiz, Esq, '' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for 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 
(914) 345-7301 

MAY 1 0 2012 

NEWYORK .,- 



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

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103452/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 1 
F I L E D  1 2 



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

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

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

Index No: 104645/03 & 
126687/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~. 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc,, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
LOUIS KINSELLA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108806/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

3212, dismissing 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 

2012 

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

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Elmsfard, New York 10523 
01 
.90130 F I L E D  

MAY 1 0 2012 



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

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

MARION MOULTRIE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 13756/04 & 

1 1 1626/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEmD, 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 

prejudi 

Dated: ,2012 

- 

' :. Frank: Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 

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

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

"-".,-" File No.: 473.90960 __ .-.. 
3 

4, 

SO ORDERED, -I3 i 
t MAY 1 !# 2012 



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

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

NEIL WALKER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10009/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience 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 

,2012 

Frank Ortiz,'Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for 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 
(914) 345-7301 

MAY 1 9 2012 
:4 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFmE 
NEW YORK 



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

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

GERARD H. CAUGHELL, SR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105602/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa 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 f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 

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/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

SO ORDERED, 

Elmsford, New York .-. 1 Q523 

A 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

.;-- 

NEW YORK 
PR 2 7 2012 



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

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

EUGENE RISO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105 15 1/03 & 

10073 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

\ 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.6.' 
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/ 

998 

SO ORDERED, 1 I L E D  J; 

MAY 1 C 2012 
-4 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK - *rc 

q 

/ &Q!&* 
bQR '. 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
EUGENE M. BREETVELD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1588/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Frank (%tF!'Esq, '- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,%, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

7 hQR ' 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
VERNON DEPRIEST I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127886/02 & 
102479/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing 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 

'kL 
>\ 

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

ience f/k/w BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

92 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
MAY 1 0 2012 

f COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK L2- 



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

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

RONALD J. G. BOCHNIASZ 

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

Index No: 1009 1 8/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience 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 

preiudicmd withsat 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 
(914) 345-7301 m/ FileNo.: 473.90101 I__ ..ll.l-.r--.l.- ~.. 

SO ORDERED, 
J F I L E D  

1 



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

JOSEPH MARAIA and DIANA MARAIA, 
X ______________________r_________________----"~~~~--------------------- 

Index No.: 190340/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

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

Defendants. 

X "____l_r_l_--_-__rl_lr_____________ll_l_"----------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant HUBBELL INCORPORATED, i/s/h as HUBBELL 

INCORPORATED, as successor in interest to The Bryant Electric Company, by its attorneys, Harris 

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

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

HUBBELL INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant HUBBELL INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

". 

&dchman,  Esq. 2 

(212) 558-5500 /gew York, NY 10005 s OF@ 

HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defend C\LED 

\ 0 ZQQ 

G@EB$ & 

700 Broadway HUBBELL INCORPO TED 
New York, NY 10003 109 Wall Street, 23rd Floor 

@N-?!L.'I 
(212) 687-0100 

#e-- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. bQR 3 7 2"' 

U L L .  / a 



7 v  2. ( '  

2 

GOLDBERG SEGALLA LLI 
11 Martine Ave , Ste 750 
White Plains, NY 10606 

Plaintiff( s), 

Index No.: 190079/12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

vs. 

:BS CORPORATION, fMa VlACOM INC, 
Successor-by-merger to CBS CORPORATION, flWa 
NESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, UNIPRESS CORPORATION ("UNIPRESS"), hereby request: 

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

jismissing plaintiffs complaint, and all cross-claims, against UNIPRESS, with prejudice and there beini 

no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agains -- 
\ L E D  UNIPRESS be hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
March 22, 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBURG, P.C. 

Attorneys for  Plaintws 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Phone: (212) 558-5500 

Attorneyswnipress  
11 Martine Avenue, Suite 750 
White Plains, New York 10606 

(914) 798-5400 - ax: (914) 798-5401 
287617.1 

/ 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1901 14-12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant BLACKMER, by its attorneys Harris Beach PLLC, hereby 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant BLACKMER with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant BLACKMER be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway BLACKMER 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10005 ~ 

David H. Koc&an, Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defendant 

100 Wall Street, 23rd Fl 
9 I L E D  I 1 &  
.I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

d - 
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 
EDWARD DEVITA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 8 136/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/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 fMa 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 fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 

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

so ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 

Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BM 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford. New York 10523 . .  

improperly named as Premier 



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

IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

EDWARD J. GRANT I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 140 10103 & 

100396/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

$leNo.: 473.89932 

MAY I 
E D  
0 2012 



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 

ROGER C. RUMSEY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 128019/02 & 

105929/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEmD, 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 VWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

le No.: 473.89883 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  I 

J 
mUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 7 

M W Y m K  



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

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

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

Index No: 100284/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

s9900 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK 



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

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

DOMINIC A. D’ANGELO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100402/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

9.93 1 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERE 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
FRED M. EARL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105958/03 & 
1280 19/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

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

-_I-̂ ."...1 878 .. ~ ~ 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK -.- 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

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

Index No: 10093 1/03 & 
105 165/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, 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 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 

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 F I L E D  4 j 
-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 
SALVATORE F. BLAND0 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100725103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

costs. 

Dated: \q 012 

* J ” * &  
i 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier Refractories, t 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 

Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

1 

: P I L E D  
L MAY 1 6 2012 
937 

4 

I COUNT( CLERK’S O F F I E  
t NEW YoRK .- 

SO ORDERED, L 

q ?MI 
/ bQR E) 



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

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

DOMENICK CALL0 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100087/03 & 

105546/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
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.: 473.89889 
(914) 345-7301 

*I* .- . . . 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 0 2012 



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

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

KATHLEEN CANNETTI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 112649/03 & 

100087/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORTIER 

WHEREFOm, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Tnc., improperly named as Premier 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMT, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mill River Road n c m f ’ w ~ ~  L E D / (212) 558-5500 

rnsford, New York 10523 

4 
MAY 1 0 2012 

C O U N ~  CLERK‘S OFFICE t 

NEW YoRK -3- 

SO ORDERED, ‘sr 

’I TQft 
/ &Qt:. 

pPQ ?. 



. -_ __ .- 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
MICHAEL CARLIN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105731/03 & 
100731/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ROLLAND E. HICKEY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125965/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience 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 

prejudi 

Dated: 

Frank Orth; h q ,  
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 

SO ORDERED, 

$4 



- .* .- . 

MICHAEL J. RUSSO AND CAROL RUSSO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

Index No.: 108768/2003 

WHEREFORE, defendants ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY, INC, (ASC) and 

ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA (ALCOA) hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs' complaint with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendants ASC and ALCOA be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

Attorney for Defendant 

ork, New York 1001 7 
(2 12) 558-5500 

2 17060.1 



+ 
i t  
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HQAQLAND. LONQO 
MORN,  WNST & 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N€W BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SLUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-126687 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRANCIS A. O'BRIEN AND WILMA O'BRIEN 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Francis A. O'Brien-and Wilma 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
dtorneys for Defendant, 
:ohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

0 ORDERED: 

BY-SKIP-13 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
AUGUST F. WOSSNER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126292/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/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 fWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

File No.: 473.89266 
/--- ." 

in Heitler F I L E 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK -d 

APR 2 7 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
LAWRENCE W. AGONEY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100724/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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 N a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

1 (914) 345-7301 
ile No.: 473.89935 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D :  
MAY 1 01 2012 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CANDACE ZAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH POSSTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el d., 
Defendants. : - "_ 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims arid CFOSS claims against 

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

without costs. 

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

Index No.: 100286/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

h a t e  5.f Joseph Posster 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 
i 

SO ORDERED 

MAY 1 IB 2012 

CQUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(NO1 28 123-1 } 



. . . _. . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Corn-ter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 
I 
I judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

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

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

j Index No.: 100286/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CANDACE ZAK, AS EXECUTRJX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH POSSTER, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSlTlON 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S.,  WC., et nl., 
Defendants. i 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N ork, N w York q$% 1 ,2012 
I 

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

WEUZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 100 F I L E D  1':\, i (212) 509-3456 
---I."+_+ *....__+ "MAY 1 0 2Ol2 

1 

SO ORDERED 
COUNTY CLERKs OFFICE 

NorvYORK -Amda 
1 1 2 u 3 7  

(NO128 t23-1) 



. . . . - . . . . . . . .  . . . . . -. . . . .. - 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

TIIIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EILEEN O'MEARA, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM P. 
O'MEASCA, \ NO OPPDSITXON 

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

: Index No.: I07098/02, 

! 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION ANT) ORDER Plaintiffs, 
I 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defeodant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary j udgrnent in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upan notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CEOSS claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: NeyJ$yr Ymk 
,2012 

- 7u T Z  LL% 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

.Ir. Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MAY 1 8 2012 New York, NLw York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

. q d @ w s o F n ~ ~  'e% N E W y Y d  

*.+- SO ORDERE 
a- 

~ #* 1235-2377 



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

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I Index No.: 115312/03, 100861/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

PETER HEINTZ, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THEODORE W. HEINTZ, AND 
CATHLEEN HEINTZ, INDIVIDUALLY I 

I Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, TNC., et al., I I 

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

I 
Defendads). I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. UXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attoimys for Defendants / 

Treadwell Corporation Estateof Theodore W. ~ e i n t F  E D 7 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

i 
. - *t 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO 1 32825 - 1 } 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'1 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 1071 '0 
1 19088/02 

WILLIAM T. GOOLEY and KATHLEEN GOOLEY 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND QRIDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
- ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William T. Gooley, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCIJMENT RELATES TO: 

ROGER C. RUMSEY 

-I\ 

Index Nu. 128019/02 
105929/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 0RI)ER 

1 %  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 

10038 MAY 1 0 2''2 

Atiorney,y.fbr Plainilff 
Roger C. Kumsey, et al. 
700 Hroadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 

. -- 
I? *#* 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Eva S. Wayne, Esq. 

.. 
rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

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

\ 

,I 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 105606/04 
100862/03 

ROBERT H. KILLIAN 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, 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 Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COW., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
x _--------___--ll--_rr-__""-_I._"I-_-_-_._-C-_-.-r--_r----_-_____"_____ 

WHEREFORE, defendant MILWAUKEE VALVE COMPANY, INC. by its attorneys, 

Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

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

MILWAUKEE VALVE 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 MILWAUKEE VALVE COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 

Erik P. Karst,-&. 
KARST & VON OISTE, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
19500 State Highway 249, suite 420 
Houston, TX 77070 
(281) 970-9988 

SO ORDERED, 

Y 

William T. Miedel, Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 



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

X 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190334/11 

VIRGIL LAFFEY 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Elliott 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 Elliott Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and crowclaims against 

defendant Elliott Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Elliott Company F t L E D !  3 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Y 

KARST & VON OISTE, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Virgil Laffey 
19500 State Hwy 249, Suite 420 
Houston, TX 77070 MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OWCE , 
NEW YORK A 

(281) 970-9988 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, -. / 
9G-”w 

5 w  



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

1N RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

MARION MOULTRlE 

_ _  
Index No. 113756/04 

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 1 2, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, arid there bcirig 110 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 sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Q 

7 
! i  

New York, New York 10038 MAY 1 6 20‘2 4 

I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Altor!ww&iZ%ndant 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x " l _ l _ _ - - - - - - - l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

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

Index No: 113567/02 
1273 12/02 

Paul Kartis Sr. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE7 defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

r / q  I2 

I 
I Attorneys for Plainti 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
Our File No. 05335.28 

SO ORDERED, 

4911931v.l 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 



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

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
X ____- - - - - - - r__ l r______________________ l r -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3 .) 

Index No: 125965/02 

Rolland E. Hickey 

. -  

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 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.28689 

SO ORDERED, 

491521 3v. 1 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X ___l - - -__- - l - - -_ l_ - -____I_______________-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127408/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

--x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

I. UrtlZ, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

491 5 176v. I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yo 
Our File No. 05335. 



. . .. . . - 

MCDONLAD, 
P1 ainti ffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., &, 

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 Plaintiff 

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

By: k, ; \fA; A '& 
7 J e d e r  .p' Childs 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street - m  

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

d 
i 

t 1 
.- 

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

Index No: 103496/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated. * 
W ~ T Z  & LUXENBERG/P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

y, - 
K a r e Z Y E s q .  k 
MA S, O'NEXLL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Caterpillar, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 1028.93344 

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 

IF. WALTER WIEBE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 190407/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, hereby request summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience E/Wa BMI, Inc. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for 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 

le No.: 473.92550 

SO ORDEED, ‘ L E D ,  1 

MAY 1 0 2012 
I 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

This Document Relates to: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH T. SANDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Lennox Industries Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

NYCAL 

Index No: 19039 1 - 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

defendant Lennox Industries Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Apc;l 4 4 ,2012 

- 

700 Broadway 
u t t o r n e y s  for Lennox Industries Inc. 

116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1003 '8  New York, NY 10016 
(2 12) 452-5300 



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

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

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

LESLIE MCDONALD, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

CBS CORPORATION fMa VIACOM INC., as successor 
by merger to CBS CORPORATION fMa WESTINGHOUSE 
ELECTRIC CORPORATION, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 190079- 12 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant TINGUE, BROWN & CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 North Broadway. SuiteABto 1 0 2012 

ins, New York 10601 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
MICHAEL J. D'AGOSTINO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105 170/03 & 
10073 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OIiDER 

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 

I 2012 I+.. 

- -  / ,  
Y1I. 

c +&.:+~- ' 

?% 

-vu. \ 
\\ Frank Ortiz, Esq, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. > % -  

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

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



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

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 

GEORGE FOX I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10003 1/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89886 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j Index No.: 100083/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TONI D. MORTON, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF BRITT L. MORTON, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewY k Ne York 
q $ $ 2 0 1 2  

J --pb+. 
) *  v I / "( ,; t / I .  " <it 

"> & i I"  *I L*7h> i 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Britt L. Morton 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KIKER, P.C. WMTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 

NewYork,NewYork loo$= 1 h E D 
(212) 509-3454 

MAY 1 0 2012 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 4 i 

1 2383-26101 NEW 

{N0042173-1} 



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

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

j Index No.: 126292/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSEMARY WOSSNER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of AUGUST WOSSNER, JR. and 
ROSEMARY WOSSNER, Individually, ; NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a/. ; 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, liereby requests surririiary judgrxianl in 

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

complaint against dcfcndant, Trcadwcll Corporation, with prcjudicc in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Wossner, August Jr. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-345 6 

SO ORDERE 



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

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

i Index No.: 126292/02, 
i 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THlS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSEMARY WOSSNER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of AUGUST WOSSNER, JR. and 
ROSEMARY WOSSNER, Individually, 

P1 aint i Sfs, 

-against- 

A,O, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ; 
Defendants. i 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

I 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs D j  
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 

Wossner, August Jr. 

n CLERKS OFFICE 

3 .  . "-- ,/ 

1122-21 552 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS WILLIAMS AND ANNE WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 106981/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors Inc., hereby requests summary j udgrnent in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors Inc., without prejudice 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 without prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles F e r g u s o w  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Williams, Thomas 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 03 F1T-L E D 7 (212) 509-3456 

i 
MAY 1 0 2012 

C&INTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

SO ORDE 

NEW YORK 

{N0139474-1) 



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

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

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I I Index No.: 115312/O3, 100861/03 
PETER HEINTZ, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE I 

I 
I 
I 

ESTATE OF THEODORE W. HETNTZ, AND 
CATHLEEN HEINTZ, INDIVIDUALLY I 

1 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 
I 

Defendant(s). I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

ew York 
) 2012 

LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Estate of Theodore W. Heintz 
80 Brad Street 23id Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

TY CLERKS OFFIa, 
(212) 509-3456 

* 
9 Gj'w NEWYORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{NO I328 17-1) 

f 
1 OO03 MAY 1 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

~ defendant, Kentile Floors, hc . ,  be arid the same are hereby disiiiissed with prejudice and without 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

j Index No.: 128019/02 
FRED M. EARL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION ANT) ORDER A. C. & S,, NC,, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFQlZE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law ‘and Kules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

110 opposition thereto, 

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

costs. 

Dated: N q / I ” , P  York 
, 2012 

Kentile Floors, Inc. I Fred k’Earl  +4h 

i 
F I L E D  7 ,  MCGIVNf;,Y & KLuGEK, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ 2k LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Xork I0003 

MAY 1 0 2012 
t 

C O U N ~  CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK -- 

{N0129031-1} 



.. . . . . . 

VINCENT COSTA, and VINCENT COSTA as 
Administrator for the Estate of LUCY COSTA, 

IIICICX NO.: 11 1231-01 
120462-01 

vs . 

A. C. and S., INC., et a1. 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Tishmari Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests siirnmary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEKED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim and CI'OSS claitiis against 

defendant Tishman Liquidating Corporatioa, be and the same are bercby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 23 
New York, New York 10004 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J,) 

This document relates to: I 

I I Index No.: 190323/10 
MANUEL A. CHINEA and JANET A. CHINEA, I 

Plainti ff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

I 
I 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AM) ORDER -against- I 

1 
I 
I 
I 
I 

AAMERICAN OPTICAL COMPANY, et al., 

Defendant(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Warshaw &mercy East Inc., hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Warshaw Gramercy East Inc. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Warshaw Grarnercy East Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New Yark. New York 

Steven MCGIVNEY Balson-Cohen, & KLUGER, Esq. P.C. # EARLY & STRAUSS F # 

I L E D ?  Attorneys for Defendants 
Warshaw Gramercy East Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
NEW York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Manuel A. Chinea and Janet M. 
360 Lexington Avenue 

New York 100 17 MAY 1 0 2012 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 986-2233 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
I 

"--k *! SO ORDERED, l ,in Heitler 
NEW Y Q W  



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSEMARY WOSSNER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of AUGUST WOSSNER, JK. and 
ROSEMARY WO S SNER, Individual 1 y , 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 126292/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary ju p e n t  in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Oakhbco Inc., with prejudice in this aclion, an3 there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

2 Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wossner, August Jr, 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F I L E D 7 ' 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 1 0 2012 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

7 a\%pI CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEWYORK 

-%-= / ' & ULU' 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-1285 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER AND JOAN SANDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et 41. 

Defendants. 

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

XndexNo.: 190391/11,113287/9S 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Iric., with prejudice in this action, and there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco II~c., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ad without 

costs. 

/ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC,  

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1612 



SUPREME COURT OF 'I'HE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

AS BE S TO S LITIG AT1 ON 

THIS DOCTJMENT REFERS TO: 

CANDACE ZAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH POSTER, 

Plaint iff>, 

-against - 

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

Index No.: 100286/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tislmm Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishinan Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition therelo, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs 

Dated: N e w l  r a  York r, ,2012 

M c G n i r ~ ~ v  & UUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

{N0042173-1} 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
..._..._____________~.~.........~- "~~~~~~~~~-~ . . . . . . - - - - - - -~ - - - - - - . .  

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

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190340/10 

....._____________.......-..---------- "~~.. .~. . . .~.-~~~~~~~~~-. . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH GENNOSA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New york, New York 
4/16 

. .  Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

P J- Esq. a% p .T-a 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 88 Pine Streeti24!h Floor 

&,NewYork l O O d  I L -u 
MAY 1 0 2012 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

1695030 



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

------_._-__.____------------------"-."------------------------.---- 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY T. MC LOUGHLIN 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 120395/01; 109539/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
y 4 3  ,2011 

n 

700 Broadway / 

New York, NY 10003 

n 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Cornmy 

MAY 1 0 2012 

rni IMTV clERK'S OFFICE 

I6 IS 102-1 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100741/03 

JOHN CARBONE, 102899/03 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., TNC., et al., 

Defendants. ; MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

John Carbone 
WEITZ & LuxTX~NUEKG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 

York 10003F I L E D E 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

1 MAY 1 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE : 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
1122-23845 -. 4 

(N0128123-1) 



1695678-1 

--- 

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

Index No.: 1900794 1 

RONALD SZAMATULSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Milton Roy Company ("Milton Roy"), hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Milton Roy with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant Flowserve be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4123 ,2012 

J@ph P. La Sala, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th F 
New York, NY 10017 

Milton Roy Company 

*, 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ANGELINA VINTICINQUO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEIIEFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
# !I2 

d . ,  -q.cde, Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff t, 24'hFloor 1 L E D 3 Products Company 

New York, New York 1000 
MAY 1 0 20'2 

SO ORDERED, 

I675030 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I '  

i Index No.: 1 11230/01 
i JOHN DOHERTY and KATHLEEN DOHERTY, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4.\ p ,2012 

Carol Tempest% Esq. ' I' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Soh Doh- and Kathleen Doherty 

700 Broadwav 
WEUZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

~ 

New Yo&, New York 10004 w York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

j Index No.: 127886/02 
102477/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA PABILONIA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF HOWARD E. JAMES, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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. 

MAY 1 0 2012 

FFICE 

A 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Howard E. James, Sr. 
WE1 I2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 /-i 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 1319 

{NO 12903 1 - 1  } 



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

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

j Index No.: 127886/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ESTATE OF HOWARD E. JAMES, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

f-+---l H- 
%,,. 4i 

*1. 1 

ht tLqL 

Attorney for Plaintiffs “h., , 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ew York 10003 ~ 

(212) 509-3456 .. 

SO ORDERED, 

Estate of Howard E. James, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

?fi ;bp;R ’ ’ 

(N0128123-1] 



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

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

j Index No.: 127886/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ESTATE OF HOWARD E. JAMES, SR., 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York q/ca$ ,2012 

Roy H.&# z, Esq? 
Attome$ fo$Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Estate of Howard E. James, Sr. * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 ~~ A 700 Broadway F I I  E ~ T  
New York, New York 10004 
1212) 509-3456 

I .  

so ORDERED, 
itler 

H 

(NO128 123-1 } 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100234/03 

RONALD HOEFT, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., st al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

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

SO ORDERED, ~ 

(NO0421 73-1 } 

h - .  
C4% ,;:m,>.r 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs *., % 
Ronald Hoefi '1."") 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

H A Y  1 0 2012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 
j Index No.: 100727/03 

FREDERICK MONROE, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ALBERT V. MONROE, 11, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

(N0128123-I} 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS GEORGE MISKILL AND HELENA 
MISKILL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

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

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

Index No.: 109496/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., with prejudice 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. 

I /  I 

-Q.; T Kerr&&a& Esq. 1 %"! 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGE& P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas George Miskill and Helena Miskill 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

I 
1 

Ymk 1 0 0 O F  1 L E D 4 : 
(2 12) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, MAY 1 0 2012 - 5  
' 1  

C;OBJ?NTY CLERK'S OFFICE I : 2082- I 1372 

APR 2 7 
-A 

(N0129031-1) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100726/03 

SHIRLEY LEASOR, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE i 
ESTATE OF JAMES H. LEASOR AND 
SHIRLEY LEASOR, INDIVIDUALLY7 

j NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New rk, N w York 
,(7L33/- 7 2012 

7 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James H. Leasor 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

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

4 .  

\ 
MAY I Q 1012 

e' 

SO ORDERED, I couNn CLERK'S I 

NEWYORK - -A 

(N0128123-1) 

1235-21 264 

Y 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.> 

j Index No.: 127886/02 
102477/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS ‘ro: 

LINDA PABILONIA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF HOWARD E. JAMES, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Howard E. James, Sr. 
WE17’7, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

: 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 

+ j$ i>id: 
+ -  

i 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARJORIE K. NUGENT, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ROBERT F. NUGENT, AND 
MARGORIE K. NUGENT, INDIVUDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 100287/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert F. Nugent Tishman Liquidating Corporation 

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

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

Y o r k I O O F  I L E 
3 * 1 (21 2) 509-3456 

7 
j MAY I 0 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO042 173-1 } 



I ,  

Defendants. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: 1ASPart30 

111-------- I ------__--________--__I________ ------------x 
WHEREFORE, defendant Goadyear Canada Inc. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLK 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against The Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, it i s  hereby: 

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

against Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I '  I 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorncys for Plaintiffs 

By: 
Matthew Mac lntyreu 

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

/7 Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

F I L E D  
264 West 40* Street d 
New Y ork, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 B 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 
*4 



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

MEDIATE, ARTHUR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York NewYork 'rSlG *: 

I bq.eAc F& mc Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
63 

r- McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

ew York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1695030 



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

Index No.: 190440/10 

FRIEDRICH SCHEUERMANN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated:: ~ New York, New York F I L E D  rlre 

. .  
-sq* & < c y &  

700 Broadway 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. e 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

'. 
I- 

SO ORDERED, 
Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

1695030 



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

IN RE: NEW YORJL COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, S. )  

Index No.: 190079/11 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

RONALD SZAMATULSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Gestra, Inc., 

Edward Valves, Inc., and Vogt Valves (improperly sued as Flowserve US, Inc., Individually and 

as Successor to Byron Jackson Pumps, Flowserve Gestra, Durametallic Corp., Aldrich Pumrps; 

Cameron Pumps; Vogt Valves; and Wilson-Snyder Centrifugal Pump and Flowserve US, Inc., 

solely successor to Edward Valves) (“Flowserve”), hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Flowserve with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto. 

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

defendant Flowserve be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and h t osts J V L E D  : (  

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 
solely as successor to Gestra, Inc., Edward 360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: By: 

ux. Mb,hf+t \ Fv1yvz\(; 7 Esq. 4 

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

SO ORDERED, 

13845723.1 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N w York, NY 

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

By: -& >% By: 

f i , d d  k/// , Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13778013.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FREDERICK MONROE, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ALBERT V. MONROE, 11, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 100727/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Albert V. Monroe, I1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 +e+-+,- -*w York, New York 10003 F I L E D 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

MAY 1 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

B . couN”~y CLERKS 0‘‘ 

1 2 3 5 - 2 9 3 b  ‘OR‘ 

{ NO1281 23-1 } p*rd V Y  2Q 



FIPR-13-2012 14:38 From:PGE LLP 12125363981 To:2123445461 p.3'8 Q E [  

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

.I .. ".l -_,_ ..* .-. .. . . ..+. .. . , 

ANTHONY DT RUSSO axld CGNDIPA DI : NYCAL 
RUSSQ, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff{ s), 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlcr) 

hdex No.: 190142-12 
-against- 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
AMERICAN BILTRITE, rNC, et at., ; JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same arc hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2I2) 558-5500 E D  1 

4 ,  

MAY 1 0 2012 

~ U N W  CLERKS OFFICE --- 

d ,%e NEWYoRK 
P" '- 



I .  

HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NM,  BRUNS'MX, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEYS MILL RD 
SLATE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL W. RICKARD and MARY RICKARD, 

against 

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

INDEX NO.: 03-101768 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: $41. New Brunswick, NJ 

Pd7Phd k\(. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Con 700 Broadway 
10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Mlchael W. Rickard and Mary Rickard 

---"+_.-_ 

fl It'% 

Ff\cE 

I lllllll lllll lllll Illllll% - -. -. . . . 

BY-ELEVEN-8 

. -. -. 



HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORMYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Po BOX 180 
MW BRUNWWX. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
M1 WLTSEY'S MllL RD 
SWTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN F. NICHOLASAND LlNDAMARlE NICHOLAS 

against 

11 A.C. & S.. INC.. ET AL I 

INDEX NO.: 02-101247 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and, without costs. 

DATED: 
New York, New York 

MONICA R. KOSTRSWA, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant , 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: - 

\ - >  

WElTZ&LUXENBERG *'\ -, Y .  Attorneys for Plaintiff@), '?+ *. 

John F. Nicholas and Linda Marie Nicholas 
700 Broadway 

Hon. Sherry Klein keitler 



HOAQLAN), LONOO 
MORAN, WNST S, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
Nwv BRUNSWICK. KI 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MLL RD 
SLUTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICIA LYNCH, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DAVID L. LYNCH 

against 

A.C. & S.. INC.. ET AL 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-100580 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 
New York, New York 
4(1+/1 z 

MONICA R, KOSTRZ~WA, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($), 
Patricia Lynch, Individually and as Prbpos& 

' 9  

Y BY-CELLO-16 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 128019/02 

WILLIAM HENRY RICH AND LOIS RICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

{NO I2903 1-1 } 

2383-26078AK 



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

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

j Index No.: 128019/02 
10593 1/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM HENRY RICH AND LOIS RICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
~ MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs, 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William Henry Rich and Lois Rich 
WEiTZ & LIJXIWEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

2082-1132% 

{ NO12903 1-1 } 



HOAQUND, LONOO 
MOWN, DMST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSVICK, NJ 

SOUTH JWSEY 
701 N T S E Y ' S  Nu RD 
SWTE202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICIA I. SINGLEY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES J. CARR AND IRENE A. CARR, 
INDIVIDUALLY 

against 

A.C. & S.. INC.. ET AL 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-102946 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 
NerGYpkNew York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plain tiff (s) , 
4ttorneys for Defendant, Patricia I. Singley, as Executrix for the Estate 
<ohler Co. of James J. Carr and Irene A. Carr, 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Individually 



WMAQLANO, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSd ST 
PO BOX 480 
MW BRUNSWCK. hlJ 

S M H  JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S M U  RD 
SWTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES KLEIN, AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES C. KLEIN 

against 

A.C. 8 S., INC., ET AL 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-100821 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in th 

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I 
~l 

\\ 
+ L .  

-'-%":-" ,,'<: MONICA R. KOMZEVXA, ESQ. FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. \ '* 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Go. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
James K. Klein, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of Ja 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

5 0  ORDERED: 

BY-CELLO-17 



Plaintiffs, Index No: 1 90 120/20 12 

V. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendants. 
X -----_--"_-----1__1"__r_______________r_-----"--"--------------------- 

WHEREFOW, defendant Dean Pump Division hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Dean Pump Division with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition 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. F I L E D  11  
Dated: Buffalo, New York 

March 26,2012 FRCE 
*-- - 

C" 

B r f f  Belasky, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floo 
New York, New York 10036 

HILLIPS LYTLE L 
Attorneys for Defendant Dean Pump Division 
One HSBC Center, Suite 3400 
Buffalo, New York 14203 

SO ORDERED, 

ut&* / 
DOC # 01-2565842.1 

& 



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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 

Defcndafits. 
X _____----r_----l---__1__________________----------------------- 

WHEREFORE$ defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York * 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

L E D  
d 
d 

700 Broadway 264 West 40Lh Street MAY 1 0 2Ol2 '! 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 CLERKS OFFICE 1 ' New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 

NEWYORK +d 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff( s), 

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

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.9 4. I Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodycar 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New k, New York 

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

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

I / E D 7 "\, 700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street 
I 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 MAY 1 8 2012 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. : 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: Ne ork New York % 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York - 
a' - Heitler, J.S.C. 



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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt al., 

Defendants. 1 IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 \ \ k \ \ L  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

,- 

F I L E D  J e d f e r  ?. Childs 
BY. q-7 By: #Ad.d~ f 

Frank Ortiz 

MAY 1 0 2012 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-SSOO (2 12) 302-2400 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

L i d  

Dated: New York, New York 

/ 
SO ORDERED: 



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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 \ b \  \l- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

E D  By: 
Frank Ortiz 

MAY 1 0 2012 i LL 264 West 40th Street 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

By: 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X __*_r_f_l__lrr____---------------------~---~--"---------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ________________ I~_~_____________ l r r_ r_r~~- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - -  

DAVID DAVIDSON and DOROTHY : Index No, 127888/02 
DAVIDSON, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt al., 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b\\ \A \s 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

BY * k Q D &  B y : u & i ~ / W  L 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

r ,  

Je ifer?. Childs E D  Frank Ortiz 

MAY 1 0 2012 264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 4 ,  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 

.d 
NEW YORK (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS C0.3 d. Hen. Shemy Klein Heitlcr, 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH PASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

i 
[ L E D ]  

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 7 

New York, New York 100 18 MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. Sherry M e i t l e r ,  J.S.C. s$,p - 



, I  

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 103530/03 
126681102 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

AD.  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., d., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hercby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAT, EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: 

SO OR 

264 West 40th Street 
MAY I 0 2012 : ,  

1 New York, New York 10018 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

(2 12) 302-2400 NEW YORK 

New York, New York 

.DERED: 



.. 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YaRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X -----r-_-___------_-__________________I_---------------------"- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --r___--I___-----_________________l_l___----------------------- 

ANDREA E. HAYWARD, Individually and as : Index No. 126037/02 
Administratrix for the Estate of HENRY J. 
HAYWARD JR., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., d. IAS part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewY r Ne York * 
WEITZ & LUXE LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

dyear Tire & Rubber 

[ L E D  4 
700 Broadway i .  
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 ? 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New Yo - 
hpR 27  

KH I fiWJ e>c 
SO ORDERED: f "&j:</, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
; NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part30 
i (Heitla, J.) 

i I Index No.: 110130/98, 11 1065/98, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JOHN SULLIVAN AND FRANCES SULLIVAN, I 1 17709/99 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), I 
I 
I 

-against- I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant(s). I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

John Sullivan and Frances S 
700 Broadway 

MAY 1 0 2012 (212) 509-3456 

NTY CLERK'S OFF= - 
324-3121 

{NO 137 139-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 19039111 1, 113287/98 

JOSEPH T. SANDER AND JOAN SANDER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

2572-72 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

! lndcx No.: 126292/02, 
/ 
j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS 'YO: 

ROSEMARY WOSSNER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of AUGUST WOSSNER, JR. and 
ROSEMARY WOSSNER, Individually, 

7 

Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. ! 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Carp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKUEKEU, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne 
,2012 

/W& z Jt? 
F I L E D  4 Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Wossner, August Jr- 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadwav 

Tishman Liquidating Coy .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 

i 
)%AY 1 0 2012 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



COUN‘I’Y OF NEW YOKK 
IN W: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

1 I.A.S. Part 30 
~ (Heitler, J,) 

i Index No.: 126292/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

fl\ 

ROSEMARY WOSSNER, as Executrix for the 
Estate oEAUGUST WOSSNER, JR. and 
ROSEMARY WOSSNER, Individually, 1 NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUnGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffq’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, hc . ,  with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

7 2012 

Nichole Wesselmann, Esq. 
.-I 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs : 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Wossner, AugustJr, 1 L E D 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 

700 Broadway 1 c 2 m  80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 CLERK’S OFF\@€ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG; P. ,. 

New York, New York 10003 

EJFsWYrnK ., * * ,  

--- 

2082-1 I247 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.* 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 1 13473/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

JOSEPH L. CULLENS and DOROTHY CULLENS 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
f / z o  ,2012 

. .. 

Attorneys far Defendant 
Morse Diesel, hc. 

Attorneys for PlainlifS 
Joseph E. Cullsns, et al. 

4-3* 

ork,New York 100f 1 L E D 7 ''> 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 

(212) 558-5500 91-0285 - \  

SO ORDERED, Dated:. WYO* A 

MAY 1 0 

c o u N n  CLEWS OFF'= 

~ -- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHERYL WOODS, as Executrix of the Estate of : NYCAL 
JAMES J. WOODS, : I.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- : Index No.: 107446-07 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, : NO-OPPOSTTION SUMMARY 
et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Inc., sMa Powers, a Watts Industries Co. and Powers, a Division of Watts Water Technologies, 

Inc. ("Watts") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Watts 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Watts be, and the saFe are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

, *v,: I-' .. 

J 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

p Defend&C&?+NlY CLERK'S OFFICE 
an alleged D i v i s i o n s w m  

TECHNOLOGIES, INC. 
(2 12) 605-6200 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

RICHARD VOSSELER and LORETTA : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
VOSSELER, 

X __---____________________________rllf___-------------------_----- 

: I.A.S. Part30 

: Index No.: 128024-02 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO-OYYISSITPBN SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

K& GATESLLP 
A omeys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
ANE CO. 

rrk--JlY 10022-6030 ” *  

,$ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

6-3900 

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 NANCY REID and WILLIAM REID, as Co- 

Executors for the Estate of ROBERT E. REID, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintii'f(s), ' Index NO: 103692-99 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I --d*R.-r * 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 ark, NY 10022-6030 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL ROBERT J. DOMBROWSKI and MARJORIE 
DOMBROWSKI, : I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: Index No.: 1901 14-12 

NO-OPYOSITI[ON SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
I I 

Dated: 

7fiy 1-------- 
Kirst Alford Kneis, Esq. 
K& GATESLLP 
A k-- orneys NE CO. for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenul 
700 Broadway 

Patti Bwshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Dated: 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

SUZANNE HELFRICH, as Administratrix for the 
Estate Of HERBEN F. HELFRICH, and 
SUZANNE HELFRICH, INDIVIDUALLY, : hdex No.: 190241-1 1 

X ____----1_____1---__--------_-------------------------__--------- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler) 

qPi 1- 

Plainti ff(s), 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

-against- : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 190335-1 1 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there t 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE/CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

At rneys for Defen i L E D I \ K ~ ~ A T E S L L P  

CRANE CO. i 

592.hxington A 
New York, NY 1 

/* 

(212) 536-3900 
0022-6030 

COUNN CLERK'S OF 
NEW YORK 

1 
1 

:FICE 



THOMAS NEUER, 

Plaintiffs, 

: NYCAL 
: 1,A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No.: 190335-1 1 

AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION, et 
al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Square D Company, (hereinafter "SQUARE D") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant SQUARE D with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SQUAFE D be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

r 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway .. .\I I n mw 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 

pcEw 

NY-961878 v l  



SUPREME couRr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100286/03 
\ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CANDACE ZAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH POSSTER, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSlTION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 100 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

1 L E D (212) 509-3456 

MAY 1 0 2012 SO ORDERED, 

GQUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(NO129031 -I ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER and JOAN SANDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 190391/11, 1 13287/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

New York, New York 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190391/11, 113287/98 

ASBESTOS LITlGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER AND JOAN SANDER, 

Plaintiffs , i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

I---- 
n n 

9 1  
3 i  

Skven Balson-tohen, Esq. 
At tome y for De fendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBEKC;,PF 1 E D , 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Eroadway 

Hon. Sherry KEin Heitler I 

SKH 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 10073 1 /03 

CHAMP ROBERTS AND DORIS T. ROBERTS, I 
I 

I Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I 
I 

I 
Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

{NO1371 50-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I I 

I Index No.: 100731/03 
I CHAMP ROBERTS AND DORIS T. ROBERTS, 

Plaintiff( s), I 
I 

I 

-against- I NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S., NC., et al., 
I 
I 

Defendant( s) . I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y 

I / -  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

6hLLE D !! i, Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Champ Roberts and Doris 
700 Broadway 
Tf&' York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 1 0 20'' 
(212) 509-3456 co"Nn C L € W  OFF'= 

NEWYO* -A 
SO ORDER e- 

?, 7 1235-23630 

{N0137147-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY I NYCAL 

1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I Index No.: 10073 1/03 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

CHAMP ROBERTS AND DORIS T. ROBERTS, 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- 

A.C. & S,, INC., et al., 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 

I 
Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Champ Roberts and Doris 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

{N0137148-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOIUS COUNTY j NYCAL 

j J.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190391/11, 113287/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER AND JOAN SANDER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice 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: N ~ w ~ ~ ~ ~ r k  
,2012 

Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAI., 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190391/11, 113287/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER and JOAN SANDER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et 41. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

uf$/ 
722-1348 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190391/11, 113287/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER and JOAN SANDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a 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, LLC, f/Wa 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 crass claims against 

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Zurn Industries, LLC, f/Wa 
Zurn Industries, Jnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

535-1088 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190391/11, 113287/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER AND JOAN SANDER? 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New ork A?##d&Ol2 

ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 
MAY 1 0 2012 

(21 2) 509-3456 

+A 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, .I.) 

j Index No,: 190391/11, 113287/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER AND JOAN SANDER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 
(2 12) 509-3456 

New York, New York 10003 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC6 - 

1235- 188 1 1 



. ~ .. .. . . _ . .. . ~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190391/11, 113287/98 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER AND JOAN SANDER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

MAY t 9 2012 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Y o r k m . -  

COUNTY CLERK‘S WRCE (212) 509-3456 

;BitM - 
&Df& / 

SO ORDERE ‘ApR 96 

1122-19340 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heirler, J.) 

Index No.: 126934/02,104386/03 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH MORGANO AND ROSALIE 
MORGANO, 

P 1 aintiFfs, 

-against- 

R.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & C 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Xnc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

NO OPPOSTTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

mpany, Inc., hereby requests s u m m w  

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10 

Morganu, Joseph 

7 I 
PR4P.CF , 

E , New York 100 3 
(212) 509-3456 

MAY 1 0 2012 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFlCE 

*4 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW YO% 

bPR 3.7 2012' 
1122-1926% 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YOkK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102 1 14/07, 1078 17/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES 11. LANIGAN AND RHONA LANIGAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors Inc., without prejudice 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 without prejudice and 

without costs. 

e&) 
Charles Ferguso , 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lanigan, James 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

W L E D  1 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

M#Y 1 Eb 2012 

SO ORDERED c&n CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK . .+-- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

MARION MOULTRIE, I 

Index No.: 1 13756/04, 1 1 1626/03 
I 

Plainti ff(s), I I 

I -against- I : NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendant (s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

-. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

{NO 134496- 1 } 



.... 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK m-m: NEW YQRK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAUEEN WILBURN, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ROSARIO M O W A L E ,  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 
(Ileitler, J.) 

Index No.: 124525/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors Inc., hereby requests sumnlary  judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors Inc., without prejudice 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 without prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York @+;++ 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Morreale, Rosario 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Lbw 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

.+ , -  Ngw, Ymk, Nkw York 
(212) 558-5500 /.. e * ' -  

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 
B 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0139287-1) 



- . . . . . . . - 

-.. * 
*/ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I r~ RE: NEW YORK cowry j NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

j (Heitler, J.) 
This Document relates to: 

BERNADETTE HRUBY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN FRANKENBERG, JR., 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, TNC., et al. 

Dcfendants. 

Index No. 190266/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WI-EREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Xnc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules S 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 York, New York 
f+0\*tO\ 2. 

k-744 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attonicy for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. John Frankenberg, Jr. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARU & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003 MAY 1 0 2012 
(212) 232-1300 
File No. 1863.27300 

SO ORDERED, 

4825-4250-1647 1 



,SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY Index No.: 190215/11 
-~-~~~~~__~1~~-""l~lrrl-l-l__l_____I---------u-l-l-l-.-~ 

ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 0 N 
X NYCAL "__---"_e-------lr-l---I__I___I-I_c--I--I-II-------I------ 

EDWARD SADOWSKI and ALBERTA SADOWSKI, I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Pia i ntiffs, 
-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., and its past and 
present parents, afiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest 
and their agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendants"), hereby request Summary Judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendants with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendants, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
h k C H  29 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

By: - 
Michael P. Rqberts, Esq. 
Attorneys for PlahtMs (1'" Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5526 

KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, New Yo 

s oFF\GE SO ORDERED: Date: t+QuL@.@RK fl CLERK ~ r__ 

Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the State of New York 

4831-7687-3481 . I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
, COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

# 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

RAYMOND HODGE, SR, AND URITA HODGE, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

.. 
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 127888/02, 102372/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, ew York 
4bq50,Z 

Steven Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Raymond Hodge, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

Xmk, NY 10003 MAY 1 8 2012 (212) 232-1300 
File No. 1863.21304 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, BpR 9 7 7fl12 

4825-5330-9967.1 .. 
8 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RFx NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 127886/02, 102479/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ALICE BUTERA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
VERNON DEPRIEST, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., 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. 

/iilaora 

MAY \ 0 

)e -t+( 

qsq+'\'L E D 4 '1 

Steven Corbin, Esq. Samuel Meirowit 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Vernon Depriest 
LEWIS BRISBQIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

File No. 1863.27808 

Attorney for Plainti f 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 COUN Ty c L ~ K ' S  OFFICE 

(212) 232-1300 55QQ."- NEVJYORK v 

SO ORDERED, bpR 9.7 mt 
< u\d;-/-A sw - FiWjJd * 

4825-1405-9023 1 



Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et al., : 

De fendants. 

Index No.: 190368/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Won. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., and its past and present 
parents, affdiates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and their agents, 
heirs and assigns rDefendants"), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, 
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against 
Defendants with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendants, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March 21,2012 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KQNIGSBERG LLP 
Attorneys o Plaintifs 

LEWIS BRNBOIS BISGAARD AND SMITH LLP 

h 

' Michelle G r i m x i ,  Esq. 
By! 

Brendan J. Tully, Esq. 
800 Third Avenue, 13fh Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

,, 77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

Tel: (212) 605-6200 Tell (212) 232-1300 

4846-9505.2552.1 

F I L E D  1 
j 

MAY 1 Q 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
, NEWYOM 



S 

c 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

Index No.: 190368/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et al,, : 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., and its past and present 
parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and their agents, 
heirs and assigns ("Defendants"), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, 
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint against 
Defendants with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendants, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
March 21,2012 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP 
Attorney o Plaintifs Attorneys for Defendant 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD AND SMITH LLP 

J Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. 

800 Third Avenue. 13th Floor 77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10022 
Tel: (212) 605-6200 

SOORDERED: 

Y 

4846-9505+2552.1 



. . . -. . . . .... 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE NEW YORK coimw 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH MORGANO AND ROSALIE 
MORGANO, 

Plaintiffs, 
j MOTTON AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, e1 al. 

Defendants. j 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126934/02,104386/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco hc., hereby requesls summary j udgrnent in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oalcfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

Allorney for Plaintiffs 

rk, New York 10004 

SO ORDERE 

, I  . %*.+- / 
$kH - t;”.i I 2573-589AJ 



I 

I SUPRJZME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL 

I 
~ ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH MORGANO AND ROSALIE 
MORGANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126934/02,104386/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishinan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

O W E M D ) ,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating COT., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Morgano, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadwav . F I L E D  : 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

New York, N& York 10003 MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE1 
NEW YORK 

-- *- SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I I 

I Index No.: 10073 1/03 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

CHAMP ROBERTS AND DORIS T. ROBERTS, 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against - 

A.C, & S., INC., et al., 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 

I 
Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo&, New York 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

C 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Champ Roberts and Doris S h p L  E D 
700 Broadway 

w York, New York 10003 
MAY 1 0 2012 

I 

COUNl”Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

*I,-& -- SO ORDER 

324-1233 



I I .  . .  . ,  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J,) 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I i Index No.: 108806/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 

, I  

LOUIS KINSELLA AND ETHEL KINSELLA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- I 
NO OPPOSITION 

I Defendant(s1. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishiian Liquidating Coipoi-ation, hereby requests summ 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

z4 <*L.-&l, , ,  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P . C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Louis Kinsella and Ethel F I L E D  7% 

York 1b003 5 
MAY 1 [E 2012 (212) 509-3456 

F 
a COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

.. -4-4 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 
-- 

2383-2632s 

{N0135390-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
WCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I I i Index No.: 108806/03 
I LOUIS KINSELLA AND ETHEL KINSELLA, 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against- N O  OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al,, MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I Defendant(s1. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests sumnary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and thcrc bcing no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs * 

LL l&- ., 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorncys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, N w  York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(N0135388-1) 



SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COTJNTY NYCAT, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH MORGAN0 AND ROSALIE 
MORtiANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 126934/02, 104386/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, 'Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

4 L /  / 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
1 

700 Broadway ? 

r couNn CLERKS oFFlCE 

'Freadwell Corporation Morgano, Joseph 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. ( F I L E D  i 
MAY 1 0 ae New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100741/03 

HANNAH HAMMOND, AS PERSONAL 102892/03 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH L. HAMMOND, AND HANNAH 
HAMMOND, INDIVIDUALLY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph 1. Hammond 

F I L E D  
MAY 1 0 2012 

York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, cour\ l~ CLERKS OFFICE 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEWYORK A 

-.c, ~A 

2082-11366 

(N0129031-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF 'I'HE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 12801 9/02 

FRED M. EARL, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et d., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Fred M. Earl 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Y Y o r k ,  New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yoxk, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

H o n w  Klein H 

{ NO12903 1-1 } 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
MI WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
H A W T O N ,  NJ 

pa BOX 180 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 124489-02 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL W. RICKARD and MARY RICKARD, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff E 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

/It&lrpc( li%dtJ 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Lttorneys for Defendant, 
iohler Co. 700 Broadway 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Michael W. Rickard and Mary Rickard 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFRCE 
1 



HOAOLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSvWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 W T S E Y S  MILL RD 
SUlfE 201 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

DOMAS, LLP 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thf 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

CHARLES THOMAS 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

against 

A.C. AND S.. INC.. ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 11 9609/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

jefendant, Kohler Go., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New York, New York 
3 \ r 4 \ \ L  

MONICA R. KOSTRZE~A, &Q. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4tto rne ys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Charles Thomas 

New York, NY 10003 

io ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND. LWQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 4BO 
MW BRUIISWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSELLE SYRACUSE as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOSEPH SYRACUSE, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-127679 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Y/4LNew Brunswick NJ 
\ I  

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
NNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant , 
<oh le r Co. 
10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ -&-LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Joselle Syracuse as Executrix for the Estate of 
Joseph Syracuse 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED: 



HOWLAND, LONGO 
MORAhl, DUNST -3 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON Sf 
PO BOX W 
NON BRUNWCK, NJ 

SWM JERSEY 
mi WILTSEY'S MU RD 
SLUE 202 
HAMMONTON. UJ 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSELLE SYRACUSE as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOSEPH SYRACUSE, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-124444 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

3ATED:Y,&New Brunswick, NJ 

u 

WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Utorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. Joseph Syracuse 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

p L l r f F C r  &-a': 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Joselle Syracuse as Executrix for the Estate of 

700 Broadway 

;O ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NONBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 W T S E Y S  WLL RD 
SUITE 2U2 
WAIWUIONTON, Irw 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 11 1229/01 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

CHARLES THOMAS 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tt 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintifl 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims again 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

IATED: New York, New York 
3 \rs\\a. 

I 

AONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, Charles Thomas 
lo hle r Co . 
.O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

0 ORDERED: 

BZ-TIME-30 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

I ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108806/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS KINSELLA AND ETHEL KINSELLA, 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
Plaintiffcs), I 

-against- 
I 
I 
f NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et d., 

I 
I Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, dcfhdant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests s u m m  judgmcnt 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to dl co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Comer & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 4 
LouisKinsellaandEthelKipd L E D ; 

I 700 Broadwav 



I '  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NCAL 

I 1,A.S. Part 30 

I ,  

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: t 

I 

I Index No.: 108806/O3 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

LOUIS KINSELLA AND ETHEL KINSELLA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION -against- 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., C$ al., I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I Defendant (sl . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hmby rcqucsts 

sumrnasy judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 +__""--- ~ " -  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Louis Kinsella and Ethel Kinsella 

York 1 0 0 0 F $ a i l  b. ,qL E B; I 
I 
? 

M4Y 1 0 2012 

m w  Y r n k  
C0UNl-y CLERK'S OF- 

. - " A  %PR 2 %20v 
{NO 135386-1) 



I '  

SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(IIcitlcr, J.) 

Index No.: 106693/02,115009/02 
FRANCES KEOUGH, Individually and as 
Executrix for thc Estatc of JOHN J. KEOUGH, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-rigainst- 

A. C .  & S., NC.? el al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEKEFOKE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prej d i c e  in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-dcfcndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank M. Odiz, Esq. d 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York lQQ03 MAY 1 0 2012 

Attorney for Defend 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Trcadwell Corporation Frances Keough and Jo fVT,?ED 4 d 

(212) 509-3456 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
- -< SO ORDERED, 

1235-3727 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I Index No.: 115312/03,100861/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

PETER HEINTZ, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THEODORE W. HEINTZ, AND 
CATHLEEN HEINTZ, INDIVIDUALLY I 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, JNC., et al., I I 

I 
Defendant(s). I 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Keq- 3 Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETTA DEVITA, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD DEVITA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 18 136/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward Devita Courter & Company, Inc. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ?a 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 .i 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

2 i 4  

SO ORDERED, 

,L 

.-"---I York!OOF I L E D 3 
4 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUN-ry CLERK'S OFFlCE -73 nflv YORK 
1 

(NO1 28 123-1 } 

) .  1 ,A .-.----ccc +-7 
I *  

$ I \ t  



SUPREME cowr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 127886/02 

ALICE BUTERA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! 102479/03 
ESTATE OF VERNON DEPRIEST, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Vernon DePriest 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGFR, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

'ooo3 F I L E D 1 (21 2) 509-3456 

MAY 1 0 2012 SO ORDERED, 

~ 3 8 3 - 2 6 ~  l$g)UNPY CLERKS OFF'= 8 

-RpR { NOM2173-1} 

dad' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 127886/02 

ALICE BUTERA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! 102479/03 
ESTATE OF VERNON DEPRIEST, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 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 o , N w York qfid ,2012 
/ , %, 

Ja e B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New Y ork, New York 10004 

/-:E-, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Vernon DePriest 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

E D \ :  80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 Y 

(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

BW York 10003 =I \ L 

(NO12903 1-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALICE BUTERA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF VERNON DEPRIEST, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102479/03 
127886/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y r N w York q2y ,2012 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALICE BUTERA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF VERNON DEPRIEST, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102479/03 
127886/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

"n.prAC;" 

Attorney for Plaintiffs - \ l j  

Estate of Vernon DePriest 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

F I L E D  1 ;  
MAY 1 0 2012 1 

10003 

I c0UNfy CLERKS 
SO ORDERED, 

NEWYORK -4 

1122-1242 "-A 

f NO128 123-1 } BPI? 9 7 7012 

7 

SKH - R C V ~  & Dtd: - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID DAVIDSON AND DOROTHY 
DAV IDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 127888/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

, 2012 

rr 

3 Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
David Davidson and Dorothy Davidson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

> 
P t L E D  1 

i 
SO ORDERED, MAY 1 0 2012 

I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFGE 
2383-261 130 NEW YORK -- 

{NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETTA DEVITA, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD DEVITA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 18 136198 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New k, ew York q#;r ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward Devita 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I L E D  7 ;  

,f iypYORK A 

ata; / 

(212) 509-3456 3 ! ,  

SO ORDERED, 
4 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

b"&"@ 
{ NO12903 I - I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
c o m n  OF NEW YORK 

! NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

'THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LORETTA DEVITA, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD DEVITA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

Index No.: 118136/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward Devita 'I Treadwell Corporation 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 4 1  : i  New York, New York 10004 

1 .  (212) 509-3456 

WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C.F I L E D 4 :I 
MAY 1 0 2012 i 

NEW YORK *-%a 

, New York 10003 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATlON j I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 100234/03 

RONALD HOEFT, 106359/03 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., etal. ,  

Defendants. j MOTION AND OFWER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

I$*\ 

--m+--- 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs s, 

Kentile Floors, Inc. Ronald Hoeft 
MC:GIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
New 80 Broad York, Street-Suite New York 2300 10004 

, New York 10003 F I L E D  7 
1 

I 
MAY 1 0 2012 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
WUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

~ --4 
2082-1 1344 

{ NO12903 1 - I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100229/03 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA BOYCE AND THOMAS HILL, AS 

ROBERT HILL AND ALLA I~IILL,, 
INDIVIDUALLY, i NO OPPOSITION 

CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE ESTATE OF 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGn 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

E IJT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, ew York + ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KINGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert Hill 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F I L E D 7 
3 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 5 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

,New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NEWYORK 
e*-- . . .. 1 

{N0042173-1} 



. - ... 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 16288/04, 100234/03 

SUSAN MCSPEDON AND FRANCIS 
MCSPEDON, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

MAY I 0 2012 

1 

&d 
Attorney for Pla!!iffs 
MCSPEDON, SUSAN 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
N e w m e w  York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 





SUPREME COURT OFTKB STATEOF NEWYORK 
mUNTY OF NBW YORK 

INRE: NEwYORKcOuNm :NYw ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I A S .  Part 30 
; (Hutler, J.) 

{ Index No,: 19oO73/10 

I 
I 

DOCUMBNT REFEW TO: 
I 

mIL STERN AND SW7T STERN AS CO- 
E X E O R B  OF THE ESTATE OP ARNOLD 
STERN, DECEASED AND SHIRLEE STERN, 
W G  SPOUSE 

-q@&- 
Plaintifqs), 

: NO OPPOSITION . 

RDm TION AND 0 
:sUMMARyJuDG1MENT 

I 

I 

J 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendan6 Hemy Company, individually and a s s u ~ ~ e s ~ a r  to Motmy, 

h d y  quests wuzunary judgment in the above entitted case, pursuant to Civil lpradice Law 

and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs co~plaint against defendant, Henry Company, 

individually and as succe~sorto M m e y  with prejudice, and there. being no opposition thereto, 

Henry Company, individually and as successor to Momey, be agd the same m hereby dismissed 

m-th prejudice and without a t s .  

. .  

for plaintiff 

.,.._ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X l______- - -_____r l_ l__________I I_________-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123130/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X -______-_____I_________lll_______ll_____- 

This Document Relates To: 

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/qt 124 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New York 10 

Our File No. 05335.0000 F I L E D  y 
MAY 1 0 2012 

SO ORDEIIED, 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

4637628.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOMENICK CALLO AND BONITA CALLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105546/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York qkT ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Domenick Callo and Bonita Callo Courter & Company, Tnc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGWNEY & KL~JGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBEKG P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ N0128123-1} 



SUPREME c o u R r  OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Kenya- ' 48 sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Salvatore F. Blando 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 
C W W  CLERK'S OFFkcE 

I - NEWYQRK./ 

I 
2383-26178 

(N0042173-1) 

! (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Index No.: 100725/03 
ROSEANN BLANDO, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF SALVATORE F. BLANDO 
AND BENEDETTA BLANDO, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating 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 

de,fendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIE BARBUTO, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF BARTOLOMEO BARBUTO, AND 
MARIE BARBUTO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100234/03 
1 15837/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishnian Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k w York 
,2012 I 

" ' I  ,; 
' L  v 

> ,AUL' 

x 
% 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Bartolomeo Barbuto 
WEITZ & LIJXXENBEKG, P.C. F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

(212) 509-3456 MAY 1 0 2012 4 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

23833(, dWyoRK - 
(N0042173-1) I '  

> ij& 
w"d 

s*fl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, I.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100234/03 

MARIE BARBUTO, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 115837/03 
ESTATE OF BARTOLOMEO BARBUTO, AND j 
MARIE BARBUTO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

I 
P 1 ai n ti ffs , 

~ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

~ 

I 

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. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Bartolomeo Barbuto 
WEI’IL & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0129031-1) 

York 10003 F I L E D 1 
MAY 1 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j index No.: 10073 8/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOIS AMTHOR, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF RICHARD W. AMTHOR AND 
LOIS AMTHOR, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFF''' 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Arnthor, Richard W. 
WBITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

MAY 1 0 2012 

NEWy0RK 4 
irrprsv' 

2082-11359 c) q 

(NO12903 1-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT K F E R S  TO: 
Index No.: 100402/03 

CATHERINE G. CALLAHAN, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DOMINIC D'ANGELO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

%' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-S 
New York, New York 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Dominic D'Angelo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E D  I!! 
(212) 509-3456 

MAY 1 0 2012 c 

ry CLERKS OFF'" 
SO ORDERED, 

CoUN NEwYORK 

{NO0421 73-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS CARROLL AND ROSETTA 
CARROLL, 

Plaintiffs, 

i Index No.: 100232/03 
106364103 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

I 7 6  

-&I-. 

1 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas Carroll and Rosetta Carroll 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDE MAY 1 6 2012 

p( CLERK'S O F F I E  I 

NEW YORK 
. .  

(N0129031-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10073 1/03 

MICHAEL CARLIN AND JANET CARLIN, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York q,/537 ,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael Carlin and Janet Carlin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

.: b 

'LED V (2 12) 509-3456 

1' 
SO ORDERED, MAY 1 0 2012 

. X' 

(NO0421 73-1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10073 1 /03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL CARLIN AND JANET CARLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
\ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Xnc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

L 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq! 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael Carlin and Janet Carlin 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S  OFF^^ 
NEW YORK 4 

2 0 8 2 - 1 1 r -  

(NO12903 1-1 1 r,&/ 



' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE, QP NEW Y O N  - -  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LXTLGATIOIY 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Fieitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 

JANET VISGER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HERMAN VISGER and JANET VXSGER, 
Ladipidually, 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plalntiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., pt al. 

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Plowserve Corporation, flWa the Duriroo Cotnpany hc. ,  

hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

RuIes 9 3212, dismfsslqg plaintiffs' complaint against defeudanf, Flowserve Corporation, fMa the 

Duriron Company Xnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposltlon thereto, 

ORDEFtED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims arid cross claims against 

defeadaat, Flawserve Corporation, ;VIda the Durlron Company Inc., be arid the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne 

Laura B. Bollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Flowserve Corporalton, VWa the Duriron 
Company Xnc 
M N ; - r v m ~  6% KLUCER, P:C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10054 1 .  

0 2012 



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 plaintifrs complaint against defendants A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y/3!  I2 

/f%*w<* 
Michael Fanel , Es 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No. 

so ORDERED, 
MAY 1 G 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIE 
NEW YORK m 

4641932. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X I I - _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - - _ - _ - - _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ r l r _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LIT1 GATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105392/02 

Theodore R. Wojtas 

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 
4/5/13 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 05335.000 pl L 

MAY 1 6 2012 4 

NEWYORK - ,  r. 

SO ORDERED, ~ ~ U N ' P (  CLERK'S QFFICE 

> L #  

4637628. I 

I E D  -# 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - _ _ 1 _ _ _ - _ _ - - _ _ 1 - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ ~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101 480/02 

George Wren NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - I - - - - - -  _ -  

WHERYFORE, 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 * 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

i 

F I L E D  150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.0000 

4 

SO ORDERED, 
H o w r y  KYHeitler 

4637628.1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103336/02 
120396/01 

Charles Pellegrino 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
*/3/l?. 

pL?iE7.&* 
Frank h.9, Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

gq 14 ' 

4621576.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r r r r _ l _ l -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joel Garland 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1905/07 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4IY112 

Joseph 

SO ORDERED, 

4059016.1 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street i 

New York, New York 10017 - n ! 

Our File No. 
I 

Hon . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X __rr-_--l--l"_l__--_____l__lrll_________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104569/99 

Louis Zeid 

. +  

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 - 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. < *  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4570805. I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 4 
Our File No. 05335.035 

--- F I L E D :  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x --____--________________ll____l____l__l_- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Cedric P. Votra 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10 122/99 

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, 

ORJIERED, 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\-%a 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. y.--\ 7,. 

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 10017 

4570798.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -l--__"-------l----rl_________l_______l_- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103285/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x ____"--__l____-- -" l - - - - - I - - - rr - -"- - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

, -  I . " .  , -  I 

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 IY 117, 

YY. 

- >  %, 
,,Y3% k 

*r. 9 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 

4570802.1 



- .. 

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

SO ORDERED, - 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

150 East 42”’ Street 3 
rk, New York 1 

le No. 05335.2853 \ L E D  4 
MAY 1 61 11 

491 1538v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 
j Index No.: 119756/01,111232/01 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

HARRY J. DOCRWEILER AND JACQUELINE 
D 0 CK W EILER, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors Inc., without 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, Kentile Flours Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N w York, New York .+ 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Dockweiler, Harry 
M c G r m ~  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York100F  1 L E D 1 
f (212) 509-3456 

MAY 1 0 20’2 
SO ORDERED, 

(N0139282-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LlTJGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHAKES L. CHIDESTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190293/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Superior Lidgenvood Mundy Corporation, improperly plead 

as M.T. Davidson Co., hereinafter Superior Lidgenvood 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, 

improperly plead as M.T. Davidson Co., hereinafter 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 Lidgcnvood Mundy Corporation, improperly plead as M.T. Davidson Co., 

hereinafter Superior Lidgerwood Mundy Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Charles L. Chidester 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 
New York, New York 
(212) 509-3456 

1296-188 

SO ORDEED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COuN*rY i W C A L  

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: I901 044 1, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MWAS GEORGOPOULOS, 
4 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
t SUTVlMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION ANI) ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
al. 

i 

Defendants. I 

WHEMFORE, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Taco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no apposition hereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims aid  crass claims against 

defendant, Taco, Innc., be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

, Nr:w York 
LJ I "  Y ,2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 115312/03, 100861/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

PETER HEINTZ, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THEODORE W. HEINTZ, AND 
CATHLEEN HEINTZ, INDIVIDUALLY I 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., I I 
I 
I Defendantls). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
, w:t--* 

prejudice and without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attoxeys for Plaintiff, 

(212) 509-3456 

.r, s 
4 -  

SO ORDERED, 

{NO1 32827- 1 } 



COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN CARBONE, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100741/03 
102899/03 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WElTZ & LLJXENBEKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Hcitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10074 1 /03 

JOHN CARBONE, 102899/03 
P 1 aint i ffs, 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

i the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

I complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

I being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork N w York 
ulhq 1 ,2012 

1 
M n e y  for Plaintiffs ,/ Attorney for Defendant 

Treadwell Corporation John Carbone 
MCCIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D  1 

MAY 1 o ~ 1 1  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
"-̂ --I I^ .. 

rk 10003 
(212) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, I couNn CLERK'S OFF'= 
NEW YORK -4 

rcr 
1235-23468 

(N0128123-1) 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOlUS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAI, 

j I.A.S. Past 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 126681/02,103530/03 

LAMAR CHANDLER AND DOROTHY 
CHANDLER, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION ANI) ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai. i 

Defendants. ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice I,aw and Rules 5 322 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORUEKEU, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, hc . ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

/l/VL.@dX /z%zztL z& 
Nichole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Chandler, h a r  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGI~NEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

-- I 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ r l r _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l "  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ l I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - l l l l - - l - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 113637/02 
107222/02 

. -  I 

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 Sectiou 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 again t defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without preju 5f ce and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

I Our File No. 05335.26475 

SO ORDERED, 

491 1888v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 19386/00 
124999/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Y 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

-Our File No. 
New York,/New 

4911533v.1 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA MCCLEOD, Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN MCCLEOD and ROBERTA 
MCCLEOD, Individually, 

P 1 ain t i ffs , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126039/02, 

NO OPPOSITXON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules I j  3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Nichole Wesselrnann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 100 3 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NEW YoRK 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 5500 2320'2 

@$. 
$&. -&4 &s"\ SO ORDERED, 

2082-11245 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 116288/04, 100234/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN MCSPEDON AND FRANCIS 
MCSPEDON, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Jnc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D !  ! ,  

MCSPEDON, SUSAN 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 1 0 2012 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, __ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 16288/04, 100234/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN MCSPEDON AND FRANCIS 
MCSPEDON, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Y G ? q  9 eh~, . l ’ t  
Attorney or lainti fs 

Tishman Liquidating Cop.  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCSPEDON, SUSAN 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

/A 

SO ORDERED, bpR ’. 
v.’*4- 

Qy\JI 

5bfl- 2383-26199AH 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA MCCLEOD, Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN MCCLEOD and ROBERTA 
MCCLEOD, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(H ei t ler , J . ) 

Index No.: 126039/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests sunimary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 ooo~OUNr /  CLERK'S OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 

MAY 1 0 2012 

- -4 (2 12) 509-3456 

- .r? :> 

SO ORDERED, 
/ .  1 .  

I i f  2 . . -mr  4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 126039/02, 
j ROBERTA MCCLEOD, Executrix for the Estate 

of JOHN MCCLEOD and ROBERTA 
MCCLEOD, Individually, / NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

/ 9 , / 2 0 ) ~  
S s m ~ l  ficifo&z, Esz.  

rney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 3 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. McLeod, John F I L E D  .j MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WE~TZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25919 



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: I 

Index No,: 1 18438/03 
I 

I 
I 

I 

FRED D'AMBROSIO, AS PERSONAL I 

REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ANGELA D'AMATO D'AMBROSIO, I 

I 
Plaintiff(s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against - I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

1 
I 
I 
1 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York w @:E 

New York, New York 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - 

~ C G I V N E Y  KLUGER, PIC. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys fo !? Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 1 
F I L E D  i Estate of Angela D'Ambrosi Tishman Liquidating Corporation 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway i 

2383-26632 

{N0135664-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 1 18438/03 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

FRED D'AMBROSIO, AS PERSONAL 

ANGELA D'AMATO D'AMBROSIO, 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), I 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I A.O. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 
I 
I 

Defendant( s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

MAY 1 El Ut2 1 

luBWml4 -ii (21 2) 509-3456 C o u N T V ~ s ; ~ ~ ~  
-4 

1235-18031 

(N0135744-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 118438/03 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

FRED D'AMBROSIO, AS PERSONAL I 

REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ANGELA D'AMATO D'AMBROSIO, 

Plainti ff(s), I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 
I 

I 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company9 Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N P # % Y o r k  
,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 1 
Courter & Company, Inc. Estate ofAngelaD'Ambrosio F 1 L E D -J 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 3 
New York, New York 10004 MAY 1 0 2012 
(2 12) 509-3456 I 

mwn CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

u 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-3365 

{NO1 35668-1 } 



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.) 

: Index No.: 1 18438/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

FRED D'AMBROSIO, AS PERSONAL I 

REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ANGELA D'AMATO D'AMBROSIO, I 

I 

I 
I 

I 

I Plaintiff( s), I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Stleven Balsok-Cohen, Esq. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Attorneys Estate of Angela for Plaintiff D'Ambrosio F I L E D !  
-i , 

MAY 1 0 2012 
700 Broadway 

'New York 10003 
f 

(2 12) 509-3456 * 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK - SO ORDERED, 

324-2383 

{NO1 35669-1 } 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AS LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATCRSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUNSVWCK, NJ 

SQlrrH JERSEY 
7M WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 190089/11 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LUlGl GARRITANO AND CESIRA GARRITANO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in th 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff! 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again: 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York y I \ \ I 
__ _r --- --* ---_ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

- WElTZ PETER & LUXENBERG, MBlNl P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Luigi Garritano and Cesira Garritano 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED: 



1 *.u 
F 

* ,  
* ’  

Y 

HOAGLAND. LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VWLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, hw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM F. LAW AND PATRICIA Y .  LAW, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., ET AL., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 17996 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:L~-13-hew Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Go. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
William F. Law and Patricia Y. Law 



* ) I  

' 7  

* $  

HOAGLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON Sf 

NM,  BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JfRfEY 
7Ol WLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTMU, hw 

PO BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM F. LAW AND PATRICIA Y. LAW, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., ET AL., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-107006 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

a7za 
MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, E%Q. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
William F. Law and Patricia Y. Law 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
Ko hle r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D  Ti 

. 

BY-LORD-8 



HOAQLAND. LONGO 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 4BQ 
NWVBRUNSWCK. NJ 

SQUTH JERSEY 
YO1 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PEARL RABINOWITZ, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of WALTER RABINOWITZ, and 
PEARL RABINOWITZ, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-104381 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hei ,by requests summary judgment in thr 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff: 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again: 

iefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. l% 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Pearl Rabinowitz, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of Walter Rabinowitz, and Pearl 
Rabinowitz, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 1 

/ MAY 1 0 2012 

- - -  - -  -- - -- -- - - -. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _- - - - - - - - - - I - - -_ -______________r r_ l_____-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107403/02 
114121/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X "r____-_------l-_l"__--__________________ 

This Document Relates To: 

. -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- -  x 
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Lt. !IO( 1z 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

NewYork,NewY I 1 
OurFileNo.0533$2$ L E 4 
150 East 42"d Street 3 

MAY I 0 2012 ? 

491 1 8 8 2 ~ .  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __________- - - - - l " l - l - - - - - - - - r - - r - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

James V. Dominick 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18787/02 
1 13276/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

a 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, - 

49 I 1874~.  1 

.. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 7 
Our File No. 05335.2 ~ I L E D  4 ? 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ________________" l_ l r r l___rr____________-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 147 16/02 

James R. Fritton 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

41 161 tz. 

N 

?! WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
" Attorneys for Plaintiff i 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.27824 7 F I L E D  3 ' 8  

491 1901 v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _______lll___________llr________________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Thomas Hynes 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124339/02 
10 1994/03 

."- I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _l_l l"_l_"___l l__"___ 

WHEREFOREy 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 

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. 05335.28640 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

4 

SO ORDERED, 

49 I I923v. I 



HQROLAND. LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEV 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NMIBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH dRSW 
701 MTSEY'S MILL RD 
SMTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BARBARA NOBLE PAPP, AS REPRESENTATIVE 
FOR THE ESTATE OF, ROBERT J. NOBLE, 

against 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 120393/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York a\ >=w- 

MOMCA R. KOSTR&WA, &Q. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Barbara Noble Papp, As Representative for the 
Estate of, Robert J. Noble 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

i, 
\ 
\ 



HOAQLAND. LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Pa BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 190027/09 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES THOMAS 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agair 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

IATED: New York, New York 
3 \L7\ \a- 

AONICA R. KOSTRZ~WA, &a. 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
rttorneys for Defendant, Charles Thomas 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

iohler Co. 700 Broadway 
)O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

New York, NY 10003 

i0 ORDERED: 



HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOWAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VWLTSEY'S MILL RD 
W T E  2M 
HAAIMONTON, NJ 

J 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-126935 

MICHAEL PATRICK GILL 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:& New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Mtorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Michael Patrick Gill 

New York, NY 10003 

3 0  ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSVWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH CARBONE, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN CARBONE 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 03-102899 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, Id&iAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

PH VAZQUEZ, ESQ. 
& LUXENBERG,P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

Estate of John Carbone 
700 Broadway ,--.., 

Joseph Carbone, as 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 MLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SLATE 202 
HAMMONTON, hw 

PO BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-104184 

RENATO JOSEPH CHIRLES AND LILLIAN 
CHI RLES NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
against MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: f//&New York 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Renato Joseph Chirles and Lillian Chirles 

New York, NY 10003 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 



HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, WNST B 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEV 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box *80 
NEWERMWCK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMCSNTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

BARBARA NOBLE PAPP, AS REPRESENTATIVE 
FOR THE ESTATE OF, ROBERT J. NOBLE, 

against 

A,C. AND S., INC., ET AL. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 103681/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tht 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 3 \ kCt\ 1 

IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Barbara Noble Papp, As Representative for the 
Estate of, Robert J. Noble 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOWAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATRSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

701 WTSEY'S w l i u  RD 

This Document Relates to: 

JOANNE R. VIOHL, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF FRANK J. STILA 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. ET AL 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 103869-06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York 

~OAGLAND, LONGO, MORAK 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

30 ORDERED: 

LUXENBERG, P.C. / 
for Plaintiff(s), 

Joanne R. Viohl, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Frank J. Stila 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 



4 

HOAGLAM), LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEvV BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
ml WlLfSEVS MLL Rt) 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, hw 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-126937 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BARRY MARKS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LEONARD J. MARKS 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York City 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, M ~ R A N  
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Barry Marks, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
Leonard J. Marks 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10 03 

2 3  

. a n  I 
! 



HOAGLAND, LONOD 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOWKAS, LLP 
ATTORWEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JWSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAWONTON, NJ 

mi LWTSEY'S MILL RD 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 99-101162 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALOISUS J. OCZEK AND CHARLOTE OCZEK NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant,- Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

c 

-l 

J O H ~ ~ C H M ~ N D ,  ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEfrZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Aloisus J. Ocrek and Charlotte Oczek 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

$0 ORDERED: - 
SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER - 

F I L E D !  d 



1 .  

HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

WWrH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
7Dl WILTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOWTON, hw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I INDEX NO.: 02-126686 

CONNIE MUCCIOLO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN DOMINIC MUCCIOLO 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Connic Mucciolo, Individually 3 an as Personal 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 

Representative for the Estate of John Domenic 
Mucciolo 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

VVEITZ g, LUXENBERG, P.C 

SO ORDERED: 



! 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 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAMAR CHANDLER AND DOROTHY 
CHANDLER, 

j Index No.: 126681/02,103530/03 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTXON AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.0 .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

OKI)EKEU, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: NewY k,N York q&uT, 2012 

D 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation MAY 1 (3 2012 Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Chandler, Lamar 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.Q 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE .r ,;g*YO*K 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-23597 



I ,  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COLJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THTS T3OCTJMENT REFERS TO: 

LAMAR CHANDLER AND DOROTHY 
CIIANDLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.V. S M l l H  W A l ~ l ~ l ~ K U U L J L l S  CW., eta l .  

Defendants. I 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(IIeitler, J.) 

Index No.: 126681/02, 103530/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

' I  

WHEKEFOKE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

.judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there beinn no omosition thereto. 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismisseil with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne 

I /  

Ken : 'Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courtcr SC Company, Inc. 

S O  Broad Street-Suite 23 00 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chandler, war 

MCGJVNEY & UUGER, P.C. ERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3454 (212) 558-5500 

pF? 3.7 me 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler , , I Iwi,l.r & Did: - 
1122-23911 



.- 

SIJPREME COTJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD CAYEN, as Proposed Represcntative 
for the Estate of HORACE L. CAYEN and 
MILDRED CAYEN, Individually, 

P lai nti ffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S. INC., et a!. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a t  30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 123 161/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAKY J UUtiMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby rquests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition tliereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Ne 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cayen, Horace L. 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C 
-700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY IE 20’z ,..*,A* 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

--a 

SO ORDERED, -- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-3513 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD ELLEFSEN AND SYLVIA 
ELLEFSEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110289/98, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors Inc., without prejudice 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 without prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ncw York, New York 

. -  

Charles Fergusb Esa > 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Kentile Floors, Xnc. Ellefsen, Howard 
MCGIVNEY & WAGER, P.C. 

New Yark, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

SO ORDERED, COUNT& YORK - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  1 '  7 &  I 

MAY \ 0 20'' (21 2) 509-3456 

,>.A 

o w E  

:- 

(N0139273-1) 



HOROLAND. LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOLMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEV 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box 4BO 
NEP/BRUNSVUCK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-107102 

JAMES A. WILLIAMS and BERNICE WILLIAMS, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

M&X &- 
FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
James A. Williams and Bernice Williams 

New York, NY 10003 

HOAGLAND, LONG 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

. . . . 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
N W  B R W C K ,  NI 

SOUTH JERSEY 
Mi WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, Nd 

40 PATERSON ST 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-126937 

ANDREW KING and MARJORIE KING, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Andrew King and Marjorie King 

New York, NY 10003 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Ittorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

10 ORDERED: 

- - - -  



HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORN, WNSf 8 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SLUTE 202 
HAMMOWTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-126935 

ALFRED O'CONNOR and SARAH O'CONNOR, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:w fdmew Brunswick 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Alfred O'Connor and Sarah O'Connor 

New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  

BW-TIME-13 



HOAQLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, M T  & 
DGUKAS, LLP 
ATTOREVS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON $1 
PO Box 480 
NWVBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUTE M2 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

mi WLTSEY'S MILL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INDEX NO.: 02-107102 

ROBERT GUIDAL and GERALDINE GUIDAL, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

+ WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

NEND~R.  KAGAN, E ~ Y  
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
(0 hle r Co . 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

Aftorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Robert Guidal and Geraldine Guidal 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

BY-DRESS-5 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES G. PERRlNl AND BARBARA PERRlNl 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-126687 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: 'I I/t(lrNew York 

IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
UNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
,ttorneys for Defendant, 
ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
D Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

New York, NY 10003 

0 ORDERED: 

/ MAY I a 2012 4 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC, et al., 

WHEREFORE. defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg - 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

prl L E D Barry McTiernan & 
2 Rector Street, 14lh oor 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 126935/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 12629 1-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
1.ri.S. Parr 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 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
Attorncys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

w York, New York 10006 

F I L E D  
MAY 1 0 l(J10 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 128019/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. REMINGTON AND ESTHER M. 
REMINGTON, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC, et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice 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 Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James E. Rernington and Esther M. Rerni&ton 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

1 
MAY 1 0 2012 

couN7y  CLERK^ Of 
@YORK 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26078A J 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10 

{ NO1 2903 1-1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROSALIE GENNOSA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
.................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q1!6 

- 

He& Antoniou M c G o w ~ ,  Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

eet, 24th Floor 
New York 1 @\ 

. .  

"3" r, J W  I ceGCrp 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED, 

1695030 



WOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWI( BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INDEX NO.: 03-104417 

JOHN T. CASSIDY AND MARGIE CASSIDY 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. ET AL I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

/* 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
John T. Cassidy and Margie Cassidy 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH EFSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BDX 480 
NMIBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MRL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROSCOE ROWELL JR, AND MARILYN ROWELL 

against 

A.C. & S.. INC.. ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-103751 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

>ATED: 
New York, New York 

VIONICA R. KOSTRZEWM, ESQY 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
(0 h le r Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s) , 
Roscoe Rowell Jr. and Marilyn Rowell 

SO ORDERED: 

I lllllll IIIII 11111 11111 111 lllll111llll1 lllullll111llll ki 

BY-CELLO-14 

. .. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -----l____-_----l---__II________________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Janet A. Hart 

- -  I 

Index No: 107403/O2 
1141 12/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

? / I f  112 

3 ~ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

1, WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 0 5 3 3 t 6 y 3 L  E 

4 '  
4 

1 SO ORDERED, 
MAY 1 0 2012 

49 1 1920v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l _ _ " r _ - - - - _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18276/02 

Richard J. Jasenski 

" e 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

'1 Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

-l Our File No, 05335.28188 i 

F I L E D ;  

49 1 1928v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ " _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ r _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109649/02 

Thomas A. Irwin 

WHEREFORE, defendant A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-7  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
\ Attorneys for Plaintiff ' 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 

49 I I926v. I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

3 150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Yor 
Our File No. 05335.2 322 FOPLED 1 



This Document Relates To: 

Martin S. Aronson 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

13/17. 

Y 

SO ORDERED, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yo 

. _ -  Our File No. 05335. 
PLED 
MAY 1 0 2012 

cj;. w'e 
.d" 

.. * 4914995~. 1 u)' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ _ - - - - - - " 1 - 1 " - - - - - - - _ - _ _ 1 - - - - " - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Gilbert0 Ortiz Arce 

I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127677/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - " - - - - - r - l - - " - r - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant . - *  

150 East 42"d Street Y 
New York, New York ]OF I L E D ; Our File No. 05335.2957 .A 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Snerryx Hemer 1 

1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ _ _ _ " l r - - - - - - - " - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Andrew Kornacki 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 19 10/02 

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 

I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
~ e w Y o r k , N e w Y o r k l f 7 I  L E D 
Our File No. 05335.282 -q 

491 195Sv.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ l l r _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 14065/02 
107400/02 

Frederick E. Knopp 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

x i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 1 

.I 

Our File No. 05335 33 
New York, New Y E D 

4. b. 
4911935.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___"____r_ l - - - - - l - - -________________ l_r_ -  

AS BE S TO S LIT1 GATION 

Bruce D. Sneed 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123225/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFtDER 

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 
9 l Z l l Z -  

*". ,*\" 

", G Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 'c, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

New Our File York, No. New 05335,000 York 1 p7,LED-I , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ - _ _ _ " " 1 _ _ _ _ - - - - - 1 - - - 1 - 1 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - "  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190120/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ " _ r _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l -  

This Document Relates To: 

Benjamin K. Schaeffer and Charlene Virginia Schaeffer 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 defendants CARRZER CORPORATION with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

y/3/(2 Dated: 

BELLUCK & FOX, L.L.P. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 

EDELMAN & LLP 
Attorney for D 
CARRIER CO ION 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
212-490-3000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ r - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ " - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12278910 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ___l_l l________________lr____________l l l"  

This Document Relates To: 

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 p/ 1% 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
WILSON, EDELMAN ELSER, & DICKER MOS %ED; 2 3 &  

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON C O M P W  1 0 20'2 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.00 

+-- 

SO ORDERED, dAY 1 r'F 2012 

* COUNTY 

QQ 9. t? 

4637628. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____r_- - - l l_______r_- - - -" - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105 173/02 

John A. Reinard 

- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON CONIPANY, 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 or ,NewYork 
4,rz!:z 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4637628. I 

Julie R. Evan!, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 .1 

4 

.* 



HOAGLANO. LONQO 
MORN, DUNST & 
DOWIAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
4U PATERSON ST 

NEW BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S M U  RD 
SUIT€ 202 
HAMMONTON. W 

PO BOX 480 

'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 G. PERRlNl AND BARBARA PERRlNl 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 104610/03 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

1ATEDY)lrlkNew York 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
d-torneys for Defendant, 
:oh le r Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

22$2k-L?+ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
James G. Perrini and Barbara Perrini 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

0 ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

; Hen. Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 
IASPart30 

Defendants. 
_____________________r__________________---------------------- "X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc, hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Am4 y, 20 /L 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: v 
Michael Roberts, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 7 :  
(212) 302-2400 F I L E D  4 : ;  (212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 



Plaintiffs : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, d., 
Defendants. 

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 lo 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 Yor , New York cll?llz- 
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLF 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 
(212) 302-2400 

Dated: New Yorlc, Ncw York 

_. 

SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D  A L  



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . 

-against- 

A. 0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

Defendants. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Lllm\17- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, 

By: By: 
khn Richmond, Esq. Ian Millican, Esq. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street F I L E D :  
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 MAY 1 0 2012 

New York, New York 10018 

Dated: New York, New York 



' I  

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 

&., 
: 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: 

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 York, New York 
h&& zC3,ZOP 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

(2 12) 558-5500 New (2 12) York, 302-2400 New York 100 18 F I L E D  7 New York, New York 10003 

MAY 1 0 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

so ORDERED: f l  
Hon. S h w  Hditler, J.S.C. 

rbQQ 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

" -->".-4 



EDWARD J. FERRARO and 
VIRGINIA FERRARO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, gt &I., . 

NYCAL 

Index Nos. 126687/02 
104639/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

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 Tire & 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Inc. 

a/L7// L 
=ir o d  c .tt 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
NewYork,NewYork lOOF I L E D 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 
MAY 1 0 2012 

Dated: New York, New York I 
COUNTY CLERKS ' 1 

SO ORDERED: 



I 

HORQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DWST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NM, BRUNSVUCK, NJ 

SOUTHJERSEY 
ml WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-123161 

MILDRED S. CAYEN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HORACE LEO CAYEN, and MILDRED CAYEN, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Individually, MOTION AND ORDER 

NO OPPOSITION 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:'f l l$bew Brunswick, n NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Plttorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

3 0  ORDERED: 

* 7 Z k  
MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE,&Q. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Mildred S. Cayen, as Executrix for the Estate 
of Horace Leo Cayen, and Mildred Cayen, 

700 Individually Broadwav F I L E D  - 
New York, N'i 10003 

MAY 1 S 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X __l"__r____"_r_r______________________I_"~--------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___________________I1_11___1____________----------"------------ 

JOSEPH A. MANCUSO and PATRICIA : Index No. 107457/02 
MANCUSO, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, &, 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Ccmpmy Godyear Czada h c .  

By: m-/go\?) By: +L &Th3 
F I L E D  2 .  

-&e\ fl<irixJ;tt (' Jennifgr T. Childs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

264 West 40* Street 

New York, New York 10018 MAY 1 0 '1 (212) 302-2400 
COUNTY CLERK'S ma 

NEW- - )- 



Plaintiff( s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., A. . 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
f i / L f C  y, z c r / L  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

BY. - -- 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, New York 1001 8 
(2 12) 302-2400 

MAY 1 0 2012 i 

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE ! I  , 

-.L - 
SO ORDERED: 



HORGLAND. LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOWIAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT L n w  

NORTH JERSEV 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NFvV BRLINSWIM, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEV 

SUlTE M2 
HAMONTON, NJ 

mi VWLTSEY'S MILL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-106964 

FRANK J. NAJUCH, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACANDS, INC., ET AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plair,,iff E 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

DATED!$ !/2New B r u ns wic k, N J 

/z?zdzrz& 
MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, &Q. 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Frank J. Najuch 

New York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND. LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNV BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WILTSEYS MLL RD 
SUITE 2G2 
HMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 121 11. 

FRANK J. NAJUCH, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACANDS, INC., ET AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DP;TED$I((LNew Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: - 

MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, &Q. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Frank J. Najuch 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 F I L E D  A 



, '  

HOAQLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N W  BRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
M1 WILTSEV'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, Nd 

This Document Relates to: 

JEANNETTE L. GRANT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. GRANT, AND 
JEANNETTE L. GRANT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., ET AL., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-107001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:$#&Nw Brunswick, NJ 

L AW 5- T Z &  
WENDY R. KAGAN, S Q .  
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, &Q. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Jeannette L. Grant, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Leland W. Grant, and Jeannette L. 
Grant , Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 



l '  

HOAQLAND, LONG0 
MORAN. DWUST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NFvVBRWWCK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 480 

701 WTSW'S MILL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JEANNETTE L. GRANT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. GRANT, AND 
JEANNETTE L. GRANT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., ET AL., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 11946 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED&mNew Brunswick, NJ 

- - 7z &- 
WTNDY R. KAGAN, E F X J . ~  MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, Ea. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO,'MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Go. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Jeannette L. Grant, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Leland W. 
Grant, Individually 
700 Broadway 

I MAY 1 0 2012 New York, NY 10003 



HORQLAND, LONQO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

MORAFI, DUNST a 

' NORTHJERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
Kw BRUNSWICK, NJ 

"* 40 PATERSOFl ST 

' SUUTHJwSEY 
' M1 WTSEY'S MILL RD 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTMU, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INDEX NO.: 02-112127 

CONRAD F. WAHL, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS, INC., et ai., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

fl&rzlk 

MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, ~ S Q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Conrad F. Wahl 

New York, NY 10003 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO BOX 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY I 0 2012 



HOAOLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. D W T  & 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

Nwv BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SWTH ERSEY 
M1 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
MMMONTON, hw 

pa BOX w o  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-107169 

CONRAD F. WAHL, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

2?2&!7z& 
MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, @Q. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Conrad F. Wahl 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D ?  
* - 

MAY 1 0 2012 i 

. 



, .  

HOAQLMD. LONG0 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOMAS, LLP 
A T T m E Y S  AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NMIBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SWTH JERW 
701 W T S W S  MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 480 

This Document Relates to: 

CYNTHIA ANN FLEMING, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of PETER E. 
FLEMING, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 07222 
0 3 -  1 )  3b37 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

D A T E D & / m e w  Brunswick, NJ 
n 1  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defend ant, 
Ko hle r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

" 
DANA NORTHCRAn, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Cynthia Ann Fleming, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of Peter E. 
Fleming 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



HOAQLbND, LONG0 
MORAN, W N S T  8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
JP_PAlERSON ST 

k%, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
mi WILTSEVS MILL RD 

~ SUITE X? 
HAMONTON, luJ 

This Document Relates to: 

LENORA E. MASTIN, Individually and SANDRA D. 
LONG as Executrix for the Estates of JAMES P. 
MASTIN and LENORA E. MASTIN, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-107401 
02 - I t  39Sl 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko h I e r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, b P  
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Lenora E. Mastin, Individually and Sandra D. 
Long as Executrix for the Estaets of James P. 
Mastin and Lenora E. Mastin 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED: 
Honorable-&err 

A 

. .__ 
BY-DRESS-4 

-. - -  

I 

I ' 
i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NEIL WALKER and IRENE WALKER 

Index No. 110009/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

'. 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintif' 
Prank J. Stilu 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

f\LED 3 Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10 j ' i  8 

(212) 791-0285 MAY \ 0 "" t 
(212) 558-5500 



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 
(Xieitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

Benjamin K. Schaeffer 

1 -  

Index No.: 190120-12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Elliott 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 Elliott Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Elliott Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
17 ; 2012 

L/-q c-J-----. 
Robert C. Malaby, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

eys for Elliott Coin ' 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 Fy I L E D 7 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 

New York, NY 10036 New York, New York 10038 i c  
(2 12) 68 1 -.I 575 1 

1 ;  
(212) 791-0285 MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFEE ' ' 
NEW YORK 

_41.*-3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. 

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LAS. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 1271 06/02 

PHILIP R. ANZALONE and ADELE ANAZALONE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereta, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New Yark 
4 / l &  ,2012 

W E I m  & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaint@% 
Philip R. Anazalone, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAYABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant :?. 

Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 791 -0285 



SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
AS BE S TO S LIT1 GATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 107457/02 

JOSEPH A. MANCUSO and PATRICIA MANCUSO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Syed K, Rizvi, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaint@s 
Joseph A .  Mancuso, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. i 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 F I L E D 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

I 
MAY 1 0 2012 

so ORDERED, 



TMc : CCGpk) 
3/23/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT FLAHERTY 

INDEX NO. 
10401 1/03 and 126686/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE? defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED? that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4083-03 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I .  

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 1280 19/02 
105929/03 

ROGER C. RUMSEY 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, 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 Morse Diesel, Inc., be and tlic same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 

an Alvarado, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluintiff 
Roger C. Rumsey, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

ew York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

t L E D  
MAY 1 0 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



I 

Vernon Depriest 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127886/02 
102479/03 

- -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

4948636v.1 

* Julie R. Evans, sq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our F&&LCl5335.29507 t *  0 ~0~~ 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - l _ l _ _ - - l _ c _ _ _ _ I _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John E. Andrews, Sr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 19OO49/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JCJDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, INC., 
incorrectly s/h/a “TODD SHIPYARDS CORPORATION”, (hereinafter “PUGET SOUND 
COMMERCE CENTER, INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 
defendant PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant PUGET SOUND COMMERCE CENTER, XNC., be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

A 
Dated: New York, New York 

A t t u e y  for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10036 ? PUGET SO 

CENTER, INC. 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 1 q A f  \ 0 2o12 
Our File No. 093 10.00006 

-- 
SO ORDERED, 

4984057~. 1 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _"__ll___________________________l__ll__- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 498403 1 v. 1 I 

John E. Andrews, Sr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190049/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGiWENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ROCKER SOLENOID 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 ROCKER SOLENOID COMPANY, 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ROCKER SOLENOID COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BELLPCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10036 

Our File No. 093 

SO ORDERED, 



A.W. CFWCERTW COWANY,; et d, 

i 

. * '  

. .'J .* . . 

FFlCE 

.. . . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l - _ - _ _ l " _ _ _ l _ l " _ " _ " " - - - I - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert M. Whidden 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102003/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - - - - _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
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 
4/31 IZ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 't 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.00 01 

F ~ L E D  
MAY 1 0 

I \  
CLERK'S OFF'= A 

SO ORDERED, I 

4637628. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___l__ l________lr r - -_______l_________rr l -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123132/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l ~  

This Document Relates To: 

Sterling H. Waters 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 Islrz 

dff---- 

L- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, - 

4637628.1 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON C O W  NY 

New York, New York 001 
150 ~ a s t 4 2 " ~  Street F 1 e E D 

No. 05335.00001 
MAY 1 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122790/01 

Robert J. Tussi 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 Yo k, New York 
Lt/3\lZ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

150 East 42nd Street 4 
I EZYZ%$f''\ L E D 4 'I 

SO ORDERED, CLERKS OFWE 

-- 
MAY 1 6 2012 

C O W V  * NEWYORK 

4637628. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100820/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ l _ _ _ " _ _ _ - - _ r r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - ~  

This Document Relates To: 

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 
Y 121 rz- 

'+ " &'3p-;.. 
\\ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC **, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

7 
D :  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.0000 P I L E  

MAY 1 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

4637628.1 i<i* - 
"-3 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __-_-_-- - - - - - - - -_______l_r l___r_____l_ l_-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X __--------- - -_________1_1______11____1__- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125703/02 
1 10268/02 

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 Fe&Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WILSON, ELSER; MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

2490-3000 
File No, 07536.00001 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ l _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104030/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ l _ r - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Leo Roosevelt Wilson, Sr. 

- - _ - - - _ _ - - _ - _ - _ r - - - _ _  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x r - r " . " " 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, New York 
4/3llZ 

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 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

4637628.1 



TMc:CCCjpk) , 3/9/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, j 106574/02 i ASSIGNED TO: 

1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
! JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RALPH J. DE GEORGIA 

I ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

L U  
Timothy n. I@hm, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. + d !  

RICHAFJDJ BAEHNECZ, ESQ. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorne f Defendant 
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New 

4 Irving Place V t  
ork, ~*0&-b8 E D 

MAY 1 0 
SO ORDERED: 

Nn CLERKS OFFICE 
Our File No 0 9  ?w NE\NYORK _I 

S-5 146-02 IVP - 
rJ - / 

y i ~  Q ++ 
s$H - yap 



TMc:CCGpk) 
3/23/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RAYMOND HODGE, SR. 

INDEX NO. 
127888/02 and 102372/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc,, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New 

NewYork,N 10 3- 55 9 
4 Irving P l a c F  

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 1 

D ; 1 

MAY 1 0 2012 

N 7 y  CLERKS 
SO ORDERED: 

NEW 4 

Our File No 
S-4422-03 



0 
TMc:CC(pk) 
3/23/12 

Our File No 
S-4 197-03 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAELGILL 

INDEX NO. 
104 1 74/03 and 126935/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New,York -LL 

.i 

\\ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 0 f?t-lFE D ' 

SO OmERED: 



AURELIO TORRES 

Our File No 
S-7660-00 

INDEX NO. 
115014/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendanr Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

New York, 



FRANK STILA 

INDEX NO. 
103496/03,126681/02 and 103869/06 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

- 
Dated: New York, NR York 

*- 

1 

Z, ESQ. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

Y&k, N Y 1 0 3- 598 $PLED j 
! .... a n m i 3  

Our File No 
S-4661-03 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

" -  

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
~" 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VERNON DEPRIEST 

Index No. 127886/02 
102479/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Samuel Meirowitz, Esq. - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Piaint@s 
Vernon DePriest, et al. 

New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defindant 

\ 700 Broadway Morse 150 Broadway, Diesel, Inc. Suite 600 F I L E D  1 
MA'( \ 0 I''' i 

New York, New Y ork 1003 8 
(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

RI('S OFF@ 
couNfl~~EyoRK 

SO OWERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATXON 1.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ARTHUR J. MEDIATE 

_ _  
Index No. 190358/10 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York. N ew York 
u,‘-s ,2012 

F I L E D  7 HY & BRADLEY, 
Suite 600 

MAY 1 0 2012 

~ U N N  CLERK‘S OFFICE , 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for PluintiSf(s) Attorney.y.for Defendant 
(2  12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

NEWYORK . 

-- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPmME 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. 190358/10 

ARTHUR J. MEDIATE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York y-p ,2012 

Benjamin Darcye, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($ 

ork, New York 10038 

MAY 1 0 2012 
A tlorneys. for Defindant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 4 
Hon. 

, NEWYunn 

4L 



Plaintiffs: 
- against - 

Index No. 1 1-1 90248 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.B. DICK COMPANY., et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICI J CORPORATION, sMa The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law arid 

Rules, Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, thnt upon notice to all C'o-Dcftndants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

nefendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BY: 

700 Broadway [ 'h b5 11 , ~ M I T H ,  STRATTON, W-EHER & 
New York, NY 10003 V i .  r A \ ~  W BRENNAN, LLP 
(212)558-5500 2 Research Way, I y j V V ' V  - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Princeton, NJ 08540 
Chris Romanelli, E s q .  (609)924-6000 

Altymeys for 

tLc tiC''p &- SO ORDERED 



Terry Arthur Thompson 

.. " 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125707102 
1 10268/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEUFORE, 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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 1 

a Esq. 
.Charles F@n, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

IC's OFF\CE 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. ~ @ t 4 f i  cLL&~ .- 

WILSON, ELSER, M O S K O ~  
EDELMAN & DICKER-LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
212-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.00001 

2012 SO ORDERED, 
@R 2 

4988292v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125708/02 
1 10268/02 

Robert Stone 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 

a 

F I L E D  ' 

MAY 1 0 2012 New York, New York 10017 
7 2 12-490-3000 

Our File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
%. 3 6 r y  13 Heitler 

Y 

- ' 
4988292v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __l__-ll---------_____l_________________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Donald E. Stewart Sr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125709/02 
1 10268/02 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd s t r e e t r  I L E D 
New York, New Yor 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.00001 

& 
1 

MAY 1 8 2012 

CLERKS OFFICE; 
SO ORDERED, .dl 

pQ 9 9 

4988292v.3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125710/02 
1 10268/02 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4988292v.1 

Y 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anacon 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York lOdhy 1 2012 



ORIGINAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRANK JANITS and KATHLEEN JANITS 

(Heitler, J.) 

NYCAL 
Index No.: 190084-12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that 

Frank Janits and/or Kathleen Janits were exposed to an asbestos-containing product 

manufactured by Honeywell International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor- 

in-interest to the Bendix Corporation (“Honeywell”). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
&!& s. ;, &, 2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP 

B 

New York, New York 10173 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
f/wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Corporation 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

BY 

New York, NY 10003 
My. T’ ll 2012 



ORIGINAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
: Index No.: 19041 1-10 
X _______111__1________------------------------------------------------"-----"-- 

This Document Relates to: : NO OPPOSITION 

PATRICIA ANNE FOLEY : MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

X ---------_-_---r-_rrl______r__ll________-------------~~-*-------------------- 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that 

Patricia Anne Foley was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell 

International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to the Bendix 

Corporation ("Honeywell"). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&-A 5 ,2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP 
f-.. 

Donald R. Puglieb, Esq. 
v 340 Madison Avenue 

New Y ork, New Y ork 10 1 73 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
f/wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Cornoration 

n 

Rv: w \  
\ 

f 
- d -  

m D  Chris Romanelli, Esq. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
MAY 1 0  2mz 

NEW yoRK 
COUNV CLERKs OFF= 

A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
ALBERT CERVELLERA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126682/02 & 
103904/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMT, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89120 

;1 

F \ L E D  (914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - -____"l_lr___-- - - - -_____l_l__e_l_______-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125705/02 
1 10268/02 

- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * * 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, 

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 

e Charles erguson, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 

F I L E D  

Julie R. Evans, Esq . 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

VINCENT LEONE, NYCAL 
* I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Won. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No: 126686-02 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintifFs complaint against defendant CRANE CO, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

D2tted: $7 IL 
New York, New York 

Samuel Meirowitz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-&@Qru CLERKS OFFICE 

) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

BERTA MASON, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HARLEY N. MASON, and BERTA MASON, 
Individually, : Index No.: 190269- 1 1 

x ____1-----_________"1_______1________1__------------------------- 

: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

-against- : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., : 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

D & ~UXET~BERG,  P.C, 
for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 1 0O22-6Oa3&L ,-I FRKS (IFFa 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

EDDIE SIMS and LOUISE SIMS, 

: NYCAL 
: 1,A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 190257-1 1 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., : 

Defendants, 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Aven 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
GREGORY PITTMAN, 

Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 19041 6-1 1 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
’ MOTION AND ORDER AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 

as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., : 

Co., improperly sued as “PACIFIC VALVES, Individually and as a subsidiary of Crane Co.,” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against named defendants Crane Co. and Crane Co., improperly 

sued as “PACIFIC VALVES, Individually and as a subsidiary of Crane Co.” with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against named 

defendants Crane Co. and Crane Co., improperly sued as “PACIFIC VALVES, Individually and as a 

subsidiary of Crane Co.” be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Y I \I I \L 

L GATES LLP 
ttorneys for DefendanMAY 1 0 2Ol2 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington A 
New York, NY 1 

;i” WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
(212) 536-3900, ~ 

q7Mf 

s/A c ,  nb p ..Sd * 

-p c, 

i , \  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

DOREEN MORRISON and PAUL WILLIAMS, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

X -1--_______1--_"___-______1____1_____1__------------------------- 

: I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No.: 190258-1 1 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 *,I 

599 Lexington Avenue 

FT'L E D 7 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

St{.. - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ - - 1 _ _ _ - - - - - 1 _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Henry E. Heers 

. " "  , -  A 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125714/02 
1 10268/02 

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 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 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 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _______"______l_l___l__rl__ll__l_lr_rlr_- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Bertrand F. Greene 

.. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1257 13/02 
1 10268/02 

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 & . I  

Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

r A 

Charles F e r g w E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 



J 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., & & 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, N w York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

1 0 2012 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



I 
. .. . ... .. 

JOHN T, BYRNES, as Executor for the Estate of : Index No. 119504/02 
JOHN P. BYRNES, 1 13278/02 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 

Defendants. 

&, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York q tyj  12- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 New York, New York 10003 

HAY 1 0 2012 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



-against- 

Plaintiff, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PROCUCTS CO., gt al., 
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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 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 Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

a 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

* 

F I L E D  1 ' %b 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40Lh Street 
New York, New York 100 

a MAY 1 b 2012 



WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, ew York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New Yark, New York 100 18 

: 
F I L E D  J (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

; 
Dated: New York, New York MAY 1 0 2012 1 

1 

SO ORDERED: 



/ 

HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN. DMST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNWMCK, NJ 

SOUlH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTC 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

PO BOX aao 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS O'CONNOR and MARY CASEY 
O'CONNOR, 

against 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-126681 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Thomas O'Connor and Mary Casey O'Connor 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

7 
MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

- - - 

'1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VINCENT LEONE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 

: NYCAL 
I,A,S. Part30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No: 10401 8-03 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 4 [L 
New York, New York u \ L E D  1 1 ,  

- 5 ,  
- 3 1  Kirs n Alford Kneis, Esq. MA Q 2012 I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

GATES LLP om= 
torneys for DefendeUNTY 

NEW YORK CRANE CO, 
599 Lexington Avenue ' 

I New York, NY 10022-6030 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X -----__r_-__l"------__________II________------------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

MARIA HEITZ, as Administratrix for the Estate of : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
CLAUDIA SANCHEZ, 

X ................................................................. 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

: Index No.: 190312-1 1 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, a id  there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO, be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 1 0022-6gi$NTy C L ~ ~ ~ S  OFF\GE 

L 

NEW .(ORK -ut-cr* 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN CATALFAMO, 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- : Index No(s).: 190313-1 1 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

x --------------------______________rfll_r------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., on behalf of named defendants Crane Co. and Jenkins 

Valves, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against named defendants Crane Co. and 

Jenkins Valves, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against named 

defendants Crane Co. and Jenkins Valves, Inc. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: \q\ \L 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. MAY 1 0 2012 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 1 OO@J&J#~ CLERKS OFFICE 
(212) 536-3900 * .+,A 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARY KNEISEL and WILLIAM KNEISEL, : 
: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- : Index No(s).: 190080-12 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

X ......................................................... 
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

d e f e x h t  CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ?+//F 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
1212) 558-5500 

K i r s t e -  Kneis, p., E 
K&LG TESLLP 
Attor ys for Defendant 
C W E  CO. MAY 1 0 2012 
599 Lexington Avenue 

&Y CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 

(Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler) JOSEPH P. MCCORT and MARTHA MCCORT, 

Plaintiqs), : Index No.: 190286-1 1 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC., formerly known as 

Square D Company, (hereinafter "SQUARE D") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant SQUARE D with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SQUARE D be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudic 

MAY 1 0 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintiQs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

EIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

w York, NY 10022 

I!$f 
* /  & D@. 

9 3  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: 

JOSEPH P. MCCORT and MARTHA MCCORT, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 190286-1 1 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Ne York,#Iew O F  
&is Romanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 WAY 1 0 2012 
(212) 536-3900 

@&tb+TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
~ .a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PATRICK J. BRENNAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NYCAL 
' I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

* Index No: 11 1231-01 -against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York NY 10022-6030 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Qm-brze B k . M Q I c ,  00 

SO ORDERED, 



lber 



CHARLES PAYNE, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
3h4 7 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

% /  

> 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 New York, New York 10003 4 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 MA\ 1 14 2012 I 

Dated: New York, New York I 
SO ORDERED: 



This Document Relates to: 
Frances Tine, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate 
of Salvatore Tine, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

hereby requests summary judgment in the 

Index No.: 1 1 0 7 7 5 / 0 2  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plastering Co. Inc., 

above-entitled .case, 

<\ - -  

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering C o .  Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t ha t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario SL DiBono Plastering 

C o .  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D .  Dated: Brooklyn,,New York 
, 2012 

. -  

I 

Michael Fanel!Li, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Frances Tine, Individually and 
as Personal Representative f o r  
the Estate of Salvatore Tine 
700 Broadway, 6th  Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
. .. 

so Ordered 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 
Inc. 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. NY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for DefendGt, 

700 Broadway, gfh Fl. 
New York, NY 10003 

Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

/ 
13845723 1 

A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL --------------------___I______________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X -lll------ll-l-----l_lll---lllllllllll 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 102941/01 
B e n  P. Tafoya, as Personal 
Representative f o r  the Estate of Bennie 
G. Tafoya, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SuMMaRY JUDGMENT 
A . C ,  & S., I n c . ,  et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. , with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

F-1 L E I3 Inc,, ,be dismissed with prejudice and without co 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
J , 2 0 1 2  

. I l f l k r / q /  ao\a 
Samuel M. Meuowitz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, llen and D y k m L P  
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Ben P. Tafoya, a s  Personal Mario  & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
Representative fox- the E s t a t e  Inc I 

of Bennie G. Tafoya  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge 

This Document Relates to: Index No 
Mark D. Ashton, 

X NYCAL ------------------I------------------- 

X - - - l l l l - l l l l l - l l l l - - _ I l - l l l l l - _ - - _ - L - l  

Part 30 
Hei tler ) 

: 103375/02 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
R.C. & S . ,  Inc., et al., 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 § 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Tnc., be 

Dated: 

dismissed with 

Brooklyn, New 

prejudice 

York 

and without costs. 

F I  L E 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Mark D. Ashton Mario & DiBono  P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 

New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

/Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc * 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 

/ So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _________l__l__-----_II_-___-_________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X I~~~~~__~~~- - - - - -~~~__________________ 

This Document Relates to: 
Joan Bo, Individually and as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of Ed K .  
Bo, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S . ,  Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 
X -______________-----__l_ll____________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono 

hereby requests summary judgment in the 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 114898/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plastering Co. I n c . ,  

above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. 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 Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

i FVL E D Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York -*.. ,. , L U L L  

Samuel M. Meiawitz’, L--  , nsq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Joan B o ,  I n d i v i d u a l l y  and a s  Mario & DiBono  Plastering C o .  
Personal Representative f o r  the Inc. 
Estate of Ed K. Bo 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New 

So Ordered: 

Yo  

- 

rk 10003 

3 



A.C. & S., INC.,gt&, 
Defendants. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Tnc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 4 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company anwoodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

F I L E D  700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street I 

New York, New York 10003 * .  

MAY 1 0 2012 
New York, New York 100 18 

1 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

K'S OFFICE 
3RK 



BEN P. TAFOYA, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of B E N N E  G. TAFOYA, and JULIA 
TAFOYA, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: Index No. 102941/01 
: 

Plaintiffs, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., &&, Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

P.C. 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 

. .  ! '  - -, . r ' h .  

- 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Company and goodyear Canada Inc. 1 

By: 

264 West 40* Street 

i <  q 
4 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 why 1 0 2012 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

Rubber 

D 



+ SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X __________________"__l_lrll______r_r____----------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

JOHN R. SIEMER, as Personal Representative for : Index NO. 1056 15/99 
the Estate of HELMUT P. SIEMER, and MARION 190242/09 

_____l____________rr_lrl_r______________----------------------- 

SIEMER, Individually, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

A 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 

264 West 40fh Street 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO OR .DERED: 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., lNC.,gtal., 
Defendants. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goadyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

oodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 
Frank Ortiz 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 

(212) 558-5500 New (212) York, 302-2400 New York 100 F I L E D  7 

Dated: New York, New York 
MAY 1 0  2072 



William M. Gokey 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12572 1/02 
1 10268/02 

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 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 

z 

\ 

fl\LEQ 
my a 

C)FF\CE ' 

LEB;;K 
I I& 

m! 'I 

3 sq, Julie R. Evans, Esq. Charles F b g u s ~ d k  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney far Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

&A- 

SO ORDERED, 
Honk 

4988292v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____- - - - - - I - - - - - - -__ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert Henry Gilbert 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125720/02 
1 10268/02 

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 prejudice and without costs. 

MAY 1 0 2012 

LERKS OFFICE 
qgY5!$&Y..( -- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

I 212-490-3000 
File No. 07536.00001 

8% p F  6) 9 
SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

ORDER 

Barbara Burnham, as Proposed Executrix of the Estate of 
William Edward Burnham and Dorothy I. Burnham, 
Individually MOTION AND 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ l _ _ _ l _ _ I - I - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - r -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

~ I ./ cy-""- < <! ... % ,  ' 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

.. 

1 CLERK'S OFFICE 

New York. New York 10017 

4887095~. I 



. .. . .. . . .. -. . . I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _______________I___-__________________l_- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant UNION PUMP COMPANY hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant UNION PUMP 
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant UNION PUMP COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
File No. 07723.00053 

SO ORDERED 

4792923~. I 



Floyd L. Rastelli NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant CONWED CORPOFUTION, incorrectly sMa WONWED 
CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to Wood Conversion Company” 
(hereinafter “CONWED CORPORATION”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendant CONWED CORPORATION, without prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, 

defendant CONWED CORPORATION, 
prejudice and without costs. 

1 \AT/--. 
C is omane i,Esq. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
be and the 

whfz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

EDELM N & D I  KERLLP 
Attorne CON U O F W T I O N  for De ndant 

150 Eas Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

/ SO ORDE 

4594260~. 1 



r 

Henrietta D. Alexander 
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 ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudich, and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

k 

\ 

21/J&l I& 1. 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ,/-@- WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
for Defendant 

INC., as successor in 
Wire & 

150 East 42nd Street 
ork, New York 10017 

SO ORDERE 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
31- ,2012 

0" 

By: P 

and the 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 5 

00 

SO ORDERE 

13833735.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
31 z-%- ,2012 

By: 
&f 

J e L  @ b L V N J , E S q *  
/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13833735.1 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq! 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buf 



Genevieve Collins 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125571/02 
1 10268/02 

- -  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 
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 

a Char es F uson, Esq. 

.A 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Oy3000 
e No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

> *.Jd /-- 
-* 

, i d  
4988292v.l 



Philip G. Gabri 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125716/02 
1 10268/02 

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 "i 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interes 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and with0 

Dated: New York, New York 
P 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Charles m Ferguson, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

21 2-490-3000 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - -______"_r_r_ - l - - - -_________ l_r______ l_ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Franklin E. Eldridge 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125573/02 
1 10268/02 

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 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Cable Co., be and the same are hereby 

Dated: New York, New York &? 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 

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 & 

dismissed without prejudice 

..." 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSEWOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - " _ l - - _ _ _ l " _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - l - - - - - - - - - - l - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Fred A. Eilenberger 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125565/02 
1 10268/02 

- -  

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 
EMCSSON 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 nreiudice and withnitt costs 1 

Dated: New York, New York 

.- - _. R. Evans, Esq. Julie Charles F e r g u i s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

WILSON, ELSER; MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

g ~ Q  c) 970" SO ORDERED, 

,J I$\ /' 

4988292v.l 

\ 

1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125575/02 
1 10268/02 

Frank L. Dudziak 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

4988292v.1 



... . . ... 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _____-_-_r__l - - - - - - -_ I I_________________-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Jean M. Gilbert 

, -  e 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1257 19/02 
1 10268/02 

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 without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
? 

, 
b 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -______l_"llr_lll l--_------------------I-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125718/02 
1 10268/02 

Walter A. Gibala 

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 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 ENCSSQN 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 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. s& 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

4988292v.l 



Francis David Getman 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 ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 
> 

sl 
q q /  la 

Charles Fer on, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq. cB 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire 8z 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

63- 

-3000 
No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l_r_____"______________________l_____l_l" 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

De Vilus Gray 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1257 12/02 
1 10268/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OlRDER 

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 & 1 

dismissed without Cable Co., be and the same are hereby 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 
prejudice and without costs. 

4 

.c 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. " 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

WILSON, ELSER, ~QSKOWITZ, 

File No, 07536.00001 

2012 SO ORDERED, 

&L&* / 
, L P  

\,- i' 4 ' 
- 1  

S1.k ' 4988292v.1 



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 _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125574102 
1 10268/02 

James C. Grace 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. Q 1; 
Dated: New York, New York 

Charles F e r M S s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

-Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.l 



Robert C. Goodman Jr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125722/02 
1 10268/02 

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 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 

1 

L) Ira\ I ,  th 

Charles c2 F e w ,  Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 



Elaine L. Bak 

.. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125562/00 
1 10268/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

JUDGMENT 

- x  

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant 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 dk 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 

so 

Julie R. Evans, Es'q. 
WILSON, ELSER, f i 8 U R ~ ~ g ~ 3 K  
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable e o .  
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

~y CLERK'S OFFICE 
4 

490-3000 
File No, 07536.00001 

ORDE 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____"______________________________ll_l_- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X r " _ _ l r _ _ _ l _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125560/02 
1 10268/02 

Max L. Brown NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERXCSSON 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 ERXCSSON 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 

k 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

2-490-3000 
UT File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, Q 70'' 

/ @&* 
bQ9 ' 

:;r 
4988292v.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X " " l l - - " l l r r r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Ca., 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 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

so ORDERED, 

3 
F I L E D  i 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

No. 07536.00001 

4988292v.l 



NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125564/02 
1 10268/02 

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 8z 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. 

F I L E D  Dated: New York, New York 
c 

9 - 
MAY 1 0 2012 

wutqy CLERK'S OFFICE 
+&& 

* a 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq. utw - A d  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERTCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 

New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Marilyn A. Clarke 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125553/02 
1 10268/02 

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 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 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 

. ,,- 

- e <  I PI ,,wOFFECE c 

NEW Y m K  i 
Julie R. Evans, Esqbbm 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

' ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ I - _ r c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ "  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125555/02 
1 10268/02 

Connie Ciffa and Joseph P. Ciffa 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 
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 and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

WILSON, ELSER, M O ~ W f ~ , z o 1 2  
EDELMAN & DICKER 
Attorney for Defe mn CLERKS OFFICE ' i 
ERICSSON INC., as s u c m p & ~  i 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
212-490-3000 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ - - - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Allen Chisley 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

Index No: 125556/02 
1 10268/02 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York .**> F I L E D  
MAY 1 fJ m2 

Qvk&$&y W O R K  Cl"ERI('S OFFICE *. - 
Charles Ferguso Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq. -- 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in New York, New York 10003 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 

& 
w York, New York 100 17 

File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

@* / 
,2 % , ' - 4 j u  

9 . i  

, ' i  
4988292v.1 



Jacques E. Charlebois 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125557/02 
1 10268/02 

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 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 

' I  

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 

F I L E D  1 

Julie R, Evans, Es(rp"" 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
317 !- 
Our File No. 07536.00001 

-~ - 

. . .  

in- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _____________"__r--l_________________I__- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125559/02 
1 10268/02 

Vernon James Burke 

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 EIUCSSON 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 

Y / I \ /  
A' ... 1 

Charles F-, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.1 

F I L E D  J 
w Ij 

MAY 1 0 2012 i 
t 

WCLERK'SOFFICE ' I i 
4 NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

490-3 



... . . - - . . 

Leo E. Dishaw 

.. I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125563/02 
1 10268/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 1 - - - - - - - * - 1 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 
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 & 

psr' L E r). : 

Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and witho 

Dated: New York, New York 

& -  e Charles Ferguson, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4988292v.1 

HAY 1 0 2012 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ l l " _ _ _ _ _ l r - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - I - r - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Patrick P. DiCamillo 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125567/02 
1 10268/02 

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 
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. 

1 F I L E D  I 

Dated: New York, New York 

AY 1 0 2012 

i INTY CLERK'S OFFIE 

Yllolra- 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER,RSOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 4Znd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

ur File No. 07536.00001 

NEW YORK 
d 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2-490-3000 

s@ 
Did* * / '  

SO ORDERED, 

v3 

+'J" 

g&H 4988292v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ " _ _ L I - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ 1 _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125568/02 
1 10268/02 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  

WILSON, ELSER,' M~FX~WITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON LNC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

e No. 07536,00001 

SO ORDEmD, * 
. -- 

4988292v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____I__________________l________________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125569/02 
1 10268/02 

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, 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l - - _ r - - - - " l - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125570/02 
1 10268/02 

Vincent P. Curran 

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 prejudice and without costs. 

\ 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D '  
*i  

MAY 1 b 2012 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.l 

Julie R. Evans, Esq;-c - 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-4Q-3000 

A Our File No. 07536.00001 

, -  

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Arthur Chester Kazmerczak 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12571902 
1 10268/02 

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 
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 and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

a- 
i 

F I L E D  1 
1 

Charles hq$uson, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. WILSON, ELSECMOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _r____- - - - - - - - - - - - -_____________l__ l_ l_ l -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125701/02 
1 10268/02 

Rene Morales 

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 prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

oLp 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

\, 

\ 
"4 

a s  OFflCE 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, 
EDELMAN & DI ~ .rob 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

w File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, b,pR %3tQ'l 
/- 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -____________ l_ l____ l___r -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Leon Laroy Martin 

. *  . *  * * 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125702/02 
1 10268/02 

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 without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 3 

F I L E D  i; Q> 
Charles F e r !  ,*sq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, W O W I T Z ,  
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERE 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X ________l__l_r--- l l -_-------- - - - - - - - - - - l -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 12571 1/02 
1 10268/02 

WHEREFORJZ, defendant EFiICSSON 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 

f 
Charles?Gson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.l 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest Cable Co. to Anaco $yvED ! 
2012 150 East 42"d Street 

New York, New York ld8r1'6 ' 



Gerard Victor Spinner 

... 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125697/02 
1 10268/02 

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 
-i F I L E D  i ? 

&#Y 1 0 2012 

FFlCE Julie R. Evans, E&PUN I LLkn- 
WILSON, EL$&,, &€OS!@%yp 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

EQO ' 
4988292v.l ?,;*Id 

c', h 4 



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 I F I L E D  

4988292v.1 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07536.000 1 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, p R  7.31 d 
c \?U $J lh 

Sb' 'r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ______l___"_l_-__ l l -_ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125699/02 
1 10268/02 

Floyd G. Rood 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 
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 

y/I\ I a! Q &L# AY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NLVWORK Julie R. Evans, Esq. 4 

d p L  
Charles erguson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

-"Oh File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERE 
L +  ' 1  ^t 

- 3  ' - - +  

4988292v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___________________"_ l_ l l _ l r____________-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _"_______l__l___________________________- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125700/02 
1 10268/02 

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, 

Paul S. Peets NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 FeGCson," Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

F I L E D  3 

$JI. c 5 i M l Y  1 w 2012 
Julie R. Evans, E@UNn CLERK'S 
WILSON, ELSER, MOS-K 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42hd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

UT File No. 07536.00001 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2 6 f f  SO ORDERED, 

4988292v.l 



Leo R. Viau 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125706/02 
1 10268/02 

” 

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 and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F I L E D ,  

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

e&& 
Charles guson, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

p 3* 

.a 
1 /c * *  
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
i 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: h By: 

NIXON PEABODY WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza I 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
NY 14202 

I 

3-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13833735.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r "___- - - -_______- - - - r_______________ l___-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

William T. Fire 

.. ... X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125572/02 
1 10268102 

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, 

Dated: New York, New York 

4% a Charles Ferguson, Esq. 

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. 

4 

.., 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

4988292v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

3 

0 

By: 
Samuel dldblatt ,  Esq. y ~ h l  
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

,/' 

SO ORDERED 

13833735.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the abave-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. NY 

so 

BY 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fou 

ORDERED, 

13833735.1 





WILLIAM J. LAMB and CAFtOL LAMB, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index No.: 120736-1999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

AC & S INC,, et al. including, 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC (sued herein as “FOSTER WJ3EELER 

CORPORATION’) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FOSTER 

WHEELER, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
hq(i\ a, 2 0 1 . ~  

-.. - 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintifls 
180 Maiden Lane, 17th Floor 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

Stephen Novakidis Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 1 Zth Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

\ 

F I L E D  
MAY 1 2012 

CouNn CLERK‘S OFFICE , 

SO ORDERED, 

d 

$7, SI 

I . IS” ’ ,  c$ Li 

NJD50457vl 



mmNJU3, dsfmdant Poster Wheeler, E.L.C. hereby request m m w y  judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice h w  and Rules Section 3212, disaissing plaintiffs' 

complaint agdnst defendant'Poam Wheeler, L.L.C. with prejudice, ntld there bchg no opposition thereto, 

OmERJYS, that upon notfoe to all co-defendants, all daims md cross claims against defendmt 

n:. . ,  

- 

. F o m  m&r, L.L,C, bo and the same BTO henby dismhsed with prejudice and without costs. 

n 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITXGATION NYCAL 

X 

CARMEN VELASQUEZ, Index No. 114403-2007 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant General Electric Company hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant General ElectricCompany with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

General Electric Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

L.. 

(-3 
,/-; \,.- <* 1---- -. -. 

/“‘?</--,L.%;- J - ..+- > 
i l ,  

d 
4 , L/ 

Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnoid, LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12 
Newark, New Jersey 07 10 P ’ O r  L E D ] 546 FIEth Avenue, 4th Floor 

New York, New York 10036 



Ernest0 Miranda NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND QFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant TEXAS INSTRUMENT hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint aganst defendant T'EXAS INSTRUMENT with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defmdant 

TEXAS INSTRUMENT be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY, PHILLIPS AND KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avgnue, 13* Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

SEDGWICK, DETERT, MORAN 
& ARNOLD LLP 
Three Gateway Center, 12* Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, / 

MAY 1 

E D  
0 2012 

CS OFFICE 



JAMES V. LYNCH and MARY LYNCH, 

-against- 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY et al. including, 
GATE0 CORPORATION, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P w t  30 
Hon. SkerPy Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index Ne.: 190092-2089 

' b sr fs n ci ante 

--r__"l-l-"-___-c"-_~-*-"-----r-~~----~-~"~~~~---.----~~-~~-- x 

WHEREFORE, defendant THE GAPES Ce)RPBRATlON (harainafter '%ATEs"), sued herein as GAPES 

CORPORATION hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t o  Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint agalnst defendant GATES with prejudfce, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ce-defendants, al l  claims and cross elelms against defendant 

GATES be and the same arc hereby dismissed with preludice and without casts. 

Bated: New Yark, New Yerk 

Attorney for Plaint#$ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for The Gates Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 ? 

MAY 1 D 2012 --- 
I 

(212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF!- 
NEW YQRK -** ._* $0 ORDERED, 

C&\A 



JOHN J. COTTER AND MARGE COTTER, et al. 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index NOS.: 190393-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 
including PERKINS ENGINES, INC., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant PERKINS ENGINES, INC. hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant PERKINS ENGINES, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
PERKINS ENGINES, XNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: rk, New York 

Benjamin D 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintifs 
780 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for PERKNS ENGINES, INC 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h 
Newark, NJ 07 102 FILED 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, %e- 
MAY 1 0 2012 



BALTHASAR B. LEILI and IRENE M. LEILI, 

Plain tiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index No,: 100584-2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 
A.C. &S. INC., et al. including, 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPOIRATXON, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION’) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FOSTER 

WHEELER, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant. 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New, Yo&, New York 

Michael A. 1 anenbaum, csq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran*& Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E  
-6 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 

.-J - 
\ ..’ NJL284947vl 

./ ‘ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x l"r"l_l-- l - - - - - - - - - -_------ l - lr----"------- - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X l - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 125704/02 
1 10268/02 

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 without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

" '- 
Charles F e w n T E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

3 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKO I$&s OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
EDELMAN & D\CEQ!#f+&,, 7 - v -  yoRK / 
ERICSSON INC., * as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.0000 1 
2 12-490-3000 

4988292v.1 



NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
BOn, Sherry Klein Hsitler 

Index No.: 190059-2008 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM'MARY JUDGMElyT MOTlON 

AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant THE GATES CORPORATION (herdnafier "GATES'?, sued hemin a# . 

GATES CORPORATION, hereby request summary judgment in the abovepentitled case, pursuant to Civil 

hactice Law snd Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against dofondant GATES with 

prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon nodce to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

GATES be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

ORAN & ARNOLD, LLp 

(212) 558-5500 



SWREMlE COURT OF THF, STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

m RE: NEW YORKCXTY NYCAL 

_l_rlll_______-__r___-----r-I________--------~-------_~-------_------------ X 

ONNARIO COLASACCO, Index No.: 111659-2001 

X ___*_l_r-________flrr________rl_______fl-------_--------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Pa&O 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Plaintiffs, 120239-1999 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 
A C & S INC., et al. including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

X _____rr--_______________l_______lr_l______---~-----~-------------_---~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
r-- 
’, Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FOSTER 

WHEELER, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELETC, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, NewlYork (-:*/ /.--/.--- , 
Joseph P. William ., 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainfifls 
1 80 Maiden Lane, 17th Floor 
New York, New Y ork 1003 8 

Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster meeler, LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12* Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. ShydKlYn Heitler 

NJ1248065vl 



NYCAI, ' 

X.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S,C. 

Index NOS.: 122190-99 
109427-00 

NU OPPOSITION 
SUMNLARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CATERPILLAR INC. hereby request summary judgment in the 
. .  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs2 

complaint against defendant CATERPILLAR INC. with prejudice, and there being no  opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant . 

CATERPILLAR INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yoik 

& 22% dh5-J 
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq+/ 

Attorney for Plain@ 
700 Broadway 

Sedgwick, Detei-t, Morair & Arnold, LkP 
Attorneys for Caterpillar I m .  
Three Gateway Center, 12* Floor 

I 

NJi3953 17u 1 



JOANNE M. PARCELL and ROBERT G. WHELEN 
JR., as Co-Executors for the Estate of ROBERT 
GERARD WHELEN, and JOAN MARY WHELEN, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC., et al. including, 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 
Hob. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index No.: 103281/1999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND 0RJ)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FOSTER 

WHEELER, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and'cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Steven S .  Singer, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintfls 
180 Maiden Lane, 17th Floor 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Whee 
Three Gateway Center, 12' Flo F L f L  E D 

New York, New York 10038 Newark, NJ 07 102 
MAY 1 0 2012 

@UNIT CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4 ,  
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



JESSE McSHEWY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL ' 

1,A.S. Part 30 
Hon. $hemy Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index NOS.: 122190-99 
109427-00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, dofendant CATERPILLAR l'NC hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant CATERPILLAR NC,  with prejudice, and there being n o  opposition thereto, 
ORDEED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

CATEWILLAR MC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

=-.. 

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. 
W d z  & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for PlainhfSs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Stephen Novikdis, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detcrt, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Auorneys for Carerpillar Inc. 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 071 02 

COUNTY CLERK'S OWGE I . 
1 :  NEWYORK ' 

(973) 242-0002 

iikik- 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi,com 

http://www.gfi,com


LAW OFFICES 
OF 

WEITZ 
& 

LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 BROADWAY 
NEW YORK. NY 10003 

Index No.: 190405-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant HARDIE-TYNES CO. INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against HAKDlE-TYNES CO. INC., with prejudice, and there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant HARDIE-TYNES CO. INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 
(212) 5 5 8  - 5791 



JAMES G. KUTKUHN and BARBARA L. KUTKUHN, Index No. 04-111957 

Plaintif@), 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

EPOCH COMPOSITE PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Epoch Composite 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 Epoch Composite 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 Epoch Composite Products, IC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

York 
, 2012 

- 
Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

and Barbara Kutkuhn Epoch Composite Products, Inc. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
245 Park Avenue 1 

F I L E D  546 5th Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
21 2.68 1.1575 York, NY 'I 0 167-000 1 

MAY 1 0 2 ~ 1  

SO ORDERED, 
-* 

ME1 I IU0680v.l 



Charles L. Chidester, Index No.: 11-190293 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- 

A.O. Smith Water Products Company, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve 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 Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Chris Romanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12.558.5500 

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. W 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Co 
245 Park 
New York, New York 1 
212.609.6800 #/lQ71 0 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

f 
1 
i 
I .  

! 

ME1 12896438v.l 



Charles L. Chidester, 

Plaintiff( s), 
-Against- 

A.O. Smith Water Products Company, et a],, 

Index NO.: 11-190293 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defcndant V e l a  Valve Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. p@LL.-, ew York, New York 

s Romanelli, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Velan Valve Corp. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 1 2.55 8.5500 

Attorneys far Defendant 

245 Park Avenue, 27"' Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
2 12.609.680O 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 12896438v.I 



Virgil William Laffey, Index No.: 11-190334 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve 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 Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve Corp, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q- 14- ,2012 

McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Coy: - - 

245 Park Avenue, 
New York, New 
212.609.6800 

I* , -* .*m#g 
Karst & Von Oiste, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
19500 State Hwy 249 Suite 420 
Houston, Texas 77070 

i 
4 

MAY 0 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

MEII2896228vI 



SWREW COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANCIS X RUSSO and MARIE RUSSO, . : 
: ASBESTOS MATTER 

Plaintiffs, : INDEXNO.: 190348-1 1 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY '' 
* JUDGMF,NT MOTION AND : ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et. al. 

Defendants. : 

WHErnFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC hereby requests summary judgment in the 

aboveLentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERF,D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice'and without costss. 

NSl454843v1 



Frank Fraccalvieri 

-ngai nst- 

Plaintiffs, 

I I I ~ ~ X  NO. 105233-04 
1 12444-00 

NO OPPOSI'TION 
SUMMARY 
JUDCMEYT 
MOTTION AND 
ORDER 

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defeiidwt, Foster Wheclcr, LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

abovc-enlitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing p1ainfiff"s 

complaint against Defendant, Fosier Wheclcr, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

it is hereby 

ORDERED, Lhat upon notice to ull co&fcnd:ints, all claims and cross-claims against Defendant, 

Foslrr Whccler, LLC, he and tlie S ~ C  are hereby dismissed with prcjudicc and without costs. 

Scdgnick Dctcrt 
Attorneys r'or Defcndnnt 
Three Catrwny Ccnter, 12'" F1. 
Newark, New Jcrscy 07 107 

SO ORDERED: 

- -  -* 1 Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, NEW Ywk 10003 

f V L E D  



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

N 0 OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MO?'ION AND 
ORDER 

FOSTE,R WIIEELEK, LLC 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Foster Wheeler, LLC, hercby requests surninary judgrnent in the 

ribuvc-cnlitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicu Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint agijinst Defendant, Foster Wheeler, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

it Is hercby 

ORDERED, that iipoii ilotice to ail ca-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agaiiist Defaidant, 

Foster Wheeler, LLC, be and the sntiie arc hereby disinissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

bq(;i-s 

SO ORDERED: 

New York, New York 10003 

F I L E  
MAY 1 3 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF\CE 
NEW YORIC 

1 



Plnjnti fFs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITJON 
SUILIMARY 
JUDGMEN' 
MOTION AND 
ORDEli 

Uc fcndunts. 

_.__.__________.____--~------~~----.---~~~------.--..~~-----------""-~--- x 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, Foster Wheelcr, LLC, hereby rcqucsts srrmniaiy jtidgmcnt in the 

above-entitled case, prrrsuanl to Civil Practice Liw and Kules Scclion 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

coniplint against Defendant, Foster Wieeler, LLC, with prcjudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

it is hereby 

OIU)E1W.l, that upon notice to all co-defendan&. all claims and cross-claims agaiiist Defendant, 

Foster Whcrler, LLC, be and rhe saim itre hereby distnisscd w i h  prejudice and wirhout cos& 

Allornays for Dalbndant 
Tlircc Gntcwey Ccnter, 12"' FI, 
Ncwark, New Jerscy 07 102 

so 0RT)EMD: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

x 

CARLO KRIVICIC AND MARICA KRIVICIC, Index No. 190095-2008 

Plaintiff, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, LLC, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC hereby request suminary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
c 

-“&gcz-\ icliael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 1 
Newark, NJ 07102 

‘7 
New York, NY 10036 ffor L E D .1 
(212) 681-1575 (973) 242-0002 i +  

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ‘ 
1 

1 
MAY 1 fl 2012 

g h c \  q q  M 
jrd: #-+ 

.“ v* 



Louis F. Paonessa 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

FOSTER WHEELER. L.LC 

Defend ants I 

indcx No. 1 Oc)264-OO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
J 1J R G M EN 'I' 
iVIOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant. Foster Whcelur, LLC, hereby requtsts su*lniary judgment in the 

above-entitled case. pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulus Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

camplaifit against Dcfendunt. Foster Whceler, LLC, with prejudice, and there being 110 opposition thereto, 

it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dofendatits, all claims and crowclaims against Defendant, 

Fostc'r Wlicutcr, LLC, be and the same are hewby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dalcd: New York, New York 

R Q i i i  4 10\L 

Sedgwick Detert 
Attorticys for Defendant 
Threo G w w a y  Center, 12'' FI. 
Newark, Ncw Jersey 07102 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NIEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN m: NEW YORK CITY 

__*_f_________frf____------_r---r-----rt---------- X 

MAFULYN FITZPATRICK, Individually and as 

FITZP ATRICK, 

_________rr__________Ir_________lt______-----------_----------------- X 
NYCAL 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Executrix for the Estate of THOMAS M. Index No.: 116951-1999 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AC & S INC., et al. including, 
FOSTER WHE;ELER CORF’ORATION, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

WJEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC (sued herein as “FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FOSTER 

WHEELER, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

\ 

\ 

J+k, ;t Stephen Novakidis Esq. h +..+ 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintifs 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, 

180 Maiden Lane, 17th Floor Three Gateway Center, 1 Zth 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MARIE GALISEWSKT, as Executrix for the ESTATE Index No. 121198-2000 
of LOUIS E. GALISEWSKI, and MARIE 
GALISEWSKI, Individually, 

X 

Plaintiffls), 

-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendan-;. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND O E R  

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler 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 Foster Wheeler, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant Foster 

Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

. .  
Michael A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaint@ Attorneys Sedgwick, for Detert, Foster Moran Wheeler, & At LL fFt"L E D 
MAT \ f: @" 

180 Maiden Lane, 17* Floor 
New York, NY 10038 

Three Gateway Center, lZ* Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

ERIC'S oF- (212) 558-5500 

1 cou(N;i vow 
SO ORDERED, 

I 



SALVATORE LIBERATO et al., Index No.: 117036-2000 
1101 81-2000 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.C. & S .  INC., et  ai. inciuding, 
FOSTER W€€EELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. (sued herein as "FOSTER WHEELER 

CORPORATION") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitIed case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FOSTER 

WHEELER, L.L.C. wi th  prk-judice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upcrn notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DanierBlouin, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaint@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Steven S. Singer, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L. C. 
Three Gateway Center, I 2'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 1 02 



1 

SUpRF,ME COURT OF T€€E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: mw YORK CITY NYCAL 
X -_____________--__________l____________l-----~----------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
x Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. ____________-r_-_l______________II______----------------------------- 

MARLENE HIRSCH, Index No.: 190221-2009 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

-against- ANP ORDER 

ANCHOR PACIQUYG COMPANY et al. including, 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X --______r___----_______1_1___1__________------------------------------ 

WJXEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

-\ 

&topher RornanerEsq. Stephen Novakidis Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for PIaintifls 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 121h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 F I L E D  

couy$; y0RK 1 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

1 0 
ERKS o m  SO ORDERED, 

$,?I? 7. g2Mt 
4 .  / \  

, .u* 

NJi260864vl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190464/11 

WALTER DEPAOLA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: $/,d ,2012 
New ork, New York 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

3 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Weil-McLain 850 Third Avenue, Suite F I L E D  110 ; 

MAY 1 [E 2012 New York, NY 10022 

4 
I -- COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

Ld'. / 
# 

p * u  
aupF ' '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ . ~~ 

ROBERT C. MCDONALD, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 11 1778104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: t j 0  ,2012 
New ork, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LT J 

F I L E D  i ,  

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 MAY 1 0 20'2 
? 

(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, 

New York, NY 
(212) 651-7500 

10022 

.. 



. .- 

-against- 
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, GVW Group, LLC, hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Defendmt, GVW Group, LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEFWD, that, upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

GVW Group, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated New York, NY 

Levy Philips & Konigsberg, LT,F * *  Segal McCambridge R, Rigolosi, Esq. Singer & Mahoney, Ltd. 

Attorneys for Plaintif 
800 3' Avenue, 18" Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant 
GVW Group, LLC 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

F I L E D  i J 
! MAY 1 0 2012 

1 4 ,  
COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 1 I 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

to either party. 
I 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL GILL, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 126935102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFOFLE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

,2012 
Ne * York, New York 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain * 

(212) 558-5500 

Jennifzr L. dudner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

F I L E D  850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 
New York, NY 10022 

MAY 1 1 31\49 (212) 651-7500 

C-OUNTY . lrll, CLEl \ 

u LUlL 

1 ,  



. -  .' 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GERSHON SIEDLECKI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190510/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

CAMBRIDGE 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 MAY 1 0 2012 

New York, NY 10022 
CLERKS OFFICE 

w NEWYORK n-" 

.#" 
SO ORDERED, 9 mjl pQ c, 

Q[$, / 
94H _. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES A. ROBINETT, 

Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 126812/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

rney for the Plaintiffs L E D  1 I 
ew York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 8 5 0  Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
HAY 1 0 2012 

CQUNTY CLERK'S OFF 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1006 10/03 

ROBERT ROCCABRUNA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WETL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2012 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 MAY 1 8 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 4 

(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 127886/02; 

102479/03 

VERNON DEPRIEST, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Wed-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 4 i ,2012 
New York, New York 

p>\$/b *<- 

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 

Y / l  I/ao\a, 
Samuel M e i r d t z ,  Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 1 

F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500 

MAY 3 '1022 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 



This document relates to: 

RONALD HANZE Index No(s),: 140344-10 

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 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneurno Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz &d Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 

F0rL E D New York, New Yor 
212 981-4501 Ext. 2 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 0 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X --r-_r__"______l__cr_r_r_rlr__r_________---------------------------"--"- 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This docuinent relates to: 

JULIAN ALFONSO 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 19004.6-1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests suinmary 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, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claiins and cross claims against 

defendant Piieumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

-.. 

Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SMITH ABBOT,L.L.P; 
Attorneys for Defer#& 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor y 1 9 1012 
New York. New york 10 #i , ,  
(212) 981-4501 Ext,z ,h,T 



b - , '  
A 

This document relates to: 

CHARLES CHXDESTER 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S . )  

Indcx No@).: 190293-1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant The Budd Company, incorrectly sued as Budd Thyssenkrupp 

Co., Individually and as Successor to Michigan Tool Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against defendant The Budd Company with prejudice, there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant The Budd Company be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

D&d: New York. New York 

Chris Ramanelli, Esq, 
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SMITE AEEOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
The Budd Company 
30 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

I 
MAY 1 0 2012 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190444/10 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cowdefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the sarne are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yark 

3-1;7/--/7 
LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Dm&l S .  Moretti 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES IN 
New York, New York 10003 flWa BECHTEL CORP. 
212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

New York, New York 10271-007%Ay 0 201' , 

So Ordered: 

. : :ODMAIPCDOCSIDOCSNYI527697/1 



This document relates to: 

CHARLES CARUSO, SR. Tndex No.: 100461-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pncumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prcjudicc and without costs. 

Dated: New Y 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

i- 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 



This document relates to: 

JOHN C A W E Y  

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S . )  

Index NOIS).: 103746-07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant The Budd Company, sued as Budd Thysscnkrupp Co., 

Individually and as Successor to Michigan Tool Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant The Budd Company with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and moss claims against 

defendant The Budd Company be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

d: New York N w York 
*d7 2\2o\rl- 

Chris Romanelli, Esq. 
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway The Budd Company 
New Yo&, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

SO ORDERED 



This document relates to: 

RONALD PEPPERDAY Index No.: 11 1254-04 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiff's complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

., 
Samuel Meirowitz, Esk) 
Weitz and Luxenberg,y.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC i 
90Broad street,4th,,o% I E D a 

New York, New York 1 004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 yBcAy 1 8 m 

. A  

I' C-+ / 
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SO ORDERED, 



. -  

L'HOMAS A. TRANFAGLIA, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- 
Index No.: 190270/11 

4.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant(s). : 

WH.EREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
:omplaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with QreJudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

e a  
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RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
L. Pawloskssq. 

FEINSTEIN & 

a* k--- 
V s q * ? *  ?+WD 

W I T 2  & L'JXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
Ncw York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Thomas A. Tranfaglia 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
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