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

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

j Index No. 124445/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

CHRISTINE WHITEHEAD, as Personal Representative j 
for the Estate of ROBERT ANDERSEN, and 
CHRISTINE WHITEHEAD, as Personal Representative j NO OPPOSITION 
for the Estate of DOROTHY ANNE ANDERSEN, \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 321 2, 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 

?;; * 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
MAY \ 4 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 
File No. 1863.5337 

New York, NY 10003 ERKS 0mcE 
/ 

(212) 558-5500 CouNfl CL 
NEW y m K  

SO ORDERED, 

4834-9303-5791 , I  
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __----------I"_______l__r______________l- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190334/1$1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

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

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

Dated: New York New York + 
KARST & VON OISTE LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
19500 State Hwy 249, Suite 249 
Houston, TX 77070 

#--*a- 
/ 

CARVE PUMP OMP Y 

150 East 42nd Street 
( 2 w 9 7 W  y I L E D i : 

4944556v.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 190286/2011 

JOSEPH Y. McCORT and MARTHA MCCOKT NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Keynolds 

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 Keynolds 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, Keynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
M 

cw York, New York 
2012 

Chrkfornanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys, for Plainliff(s) 
(212) 558-5500 @12) 791-0285 

i 
w 

SO ORDERED, Dated: I 
Hon. Sherry Klcin Heitler 

/ ,\;? 



C I .  

' E237 
I * .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTRIES WITHIN NEW YORK STATE 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant J-M Manufacturing Campany, Inc. ("JMM") hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing Plaintiff's causes of action against Defendant JMM, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant JMM be, and the same, are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 1.10, 2012 

By: Y Daniel J, Wasserberg, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Telephone: 

494 Eighth Avenue, 7fh Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENERG, P.C. BENNETT, GIULIANO, MCDONNELL 



Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 

SO ORDERED: 

, .  
I -  

Telephone: (646) 328-0120 
Facsimile: (646) 328-0121 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

2:KaseworkW.M ManufncturinK Asbestos MntterdE237 Rognetta v. J-M Mmufncturiny\PlcadinysWoOppSrunlnJudgMot~O12612 doc 
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Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 
) ss.: 

Barbara Maldonado, residing at Glendale, New York being duly sworn, says that she is 

over the age of 18 years, that on the 1'' day of May, 2012 she deposited in the post office or in a 

post office box regularly maintained by the government of the United States in the County of 

New York, State of New York, a copy of the NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION dated April 10,20 12 contained in a securely closed postpaid wrapper directed to: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Post Office Address 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

BARBARA MALDONADO 
Sworn to before me this 
lst day of May, 2012 

MATTHEW M, GOROEN 
NOTARY PUBLIC-STATE OF NEW YORK 

N>o,- 0 4 ~ 0 6 2 4 4 3 a 7  - . 
Quallflud in Naw York Cobnty 

MY Cornmisston ~ i p f r ~  J U I ~  OS, 201 6 



FRANK RUGNETTA 
SERVICE RIDER 

Nancy McDonald, Esq. 
MCELROY, DEUTCH & MULVANEY 
1300 Mount Kemble Avenue 
P.O. Box 2075 
Morristown, NJ 07962 
Telephone: (973) 993-8100 
Facsimile: (973) 425-0161 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. 
EATON CORPORATION, as successor -in-interest to 

CUTLER-HAMMER, INC. 

Julie Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, EDELMAN & DICKER, LLP 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, NY 10017 
Telephone: (2 12) 490-3000 
Facsimile: (2 12) 490-303 8 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors 

Kerryann Cook, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C 
80 Broad Street, 23rd Floor 
New York, NY 10004 
Telephone: (212) 509-3456 
Facsimile: (21 2) 509-4420 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

AURORA PUMP COMPANY 
KENTILE FLOORS, INC. 
OAKFABCO, INC. 

Geneiveve MacSteel, Esq. 
Philip Goldstein, Esq. 
MCGUIRE WOODS, LLP 
1345 Avenue of the Americas #7 
New York, NY 10 105 
Telephone: (2 12) 548-2 100 
Facsimile: (2 12) 7 1 5-23 1 5 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY 

1 



ITT CORPORATION 
WEYERHAEUSER CO. 

Anna DiLonardo, Esq. 
DENNEHY, WARNER, COLEMAN & GOGGIN (LONG ISLAND) 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Suite 540 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 
Telephone: (631) 232-6130 
Facsimile: (63 1) 232-61 84 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

BORG-WARNER COWORATION, 
by its successor-in-interest, 
BORG-WARNER MORSE TEC, INC. 

Theodore Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL MCCAMBRIDGE SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD 
830 Third Avenue, Suite 400 
New York, NY 10022 
Telephone: (212) 651-7500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 6.5 1-7499 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

BYRON JACKSON PUMPS 
CUMMINS ENGINE COMPANY, INC. 

James Skelly, Esq. 
MARKS, O’NEILL, O’BRIEN & COURTNEY, P.C. 
520 Saw Mill Road 
Elmsford, NY 10523 
Telephone: (914) 345-3701 
Facsimile: (914) 345-3743 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

CATERPILLAR, INC. 

Bob Malaby, Esq. 
William Bradley, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, NY 1003 8 
Telephone: (2 12) 79 1-1 79 1 
Facsimile: (2 12) 79 1-0286 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

CBS CORPORATION, fMa VIACOM INC., 
successor by merger to 
CBS CORPORATION, flWa 
WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORPORATION 

2 



Suzanne Halbardier, Esq. 
BARRY MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, NY 10006 
Telephone: (212) 608-8999 
Facsimile: (212) 608-8901 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

CLEAVER BROOKS COMPANY, INC. 
FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. 
UTICA BOILERS, INC., 

Individually and as successor to 
UTICA RADIATOR CORPORATION 

Kirsten Kneis, Esq. 
K & L GATES LLP 
599 Lexington Ave. 
New York, NY 10022 
Telephone: (2 12) 536-3900 
Facsimile: (212) 536-3901 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

CRANE CO. 
SQUARE D COMPANY 

I Jennifer Darger, Esq. 
Judy Yavitz, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
Telephone: (212) 452-5300 
Facsimile: (212) 452-5301 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

DANA COMPANIES, LLC 

Steve Kevelson, Esq. 
One Cozine Avenue 
Brooklyn, NY 1 1207 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

EMPIRE-ACE INSULATION MFG. CORP. 

Christopher Hannan, Esq. 
KELLEY JASONS MCGUIRE SPINELLI & HANNA, LLP 
120 Wall Street, 30th Floor 
New York, NY 1003 8 
Telephone: (2 12) 344-7400 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-7402 

3 



Attorneys for Defendant: 
FMC CORPORATION, 

Individually and as successor through acquisition of 
CHICAGO PUMP COMPANY & NORTHERN PUMP 
COMPANY 

Justin Kasmir, Esq. 
AAROSON, RAPPAPORT, FEINSTEIN & DEUTSCH, LLP 
600 Third Avenue, 6th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
Telephone: (212) 593-3937 
Facsimile: (212) 593-6970 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Michael Tanenbaum, Esq. 
SEDGWICK, LLP 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 

Telephone: (973) 242-0002 
Facsimile: (973) 242-8099 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

Newark, NJ 071 02-53 1 1 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 

Scott Emery Esq. 
LYNCH DASKAL & EMERY LLP 
264 West 40* Street 
New York, NY 100 1 8 
Telephone: (212) 302-2400 
Facsimile: (2 12) 302-22 10 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

GEORGIA PACIFIC LLC. 
GOODYEAR CANADA, INC. 
THE GOODYEAR TIRE AND RUBBER COMPANY 

John Fanning, Esq. 
Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq. 
CULLEN AND DYKMAN BLEAKLEY PLATT, LLP 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 1 120 1 
Telephone: (71 8) 855-9000 
Facsimile: (718) 935-1509 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

GOULDS PUMPS, INC. 
MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC. 

4 



Donald Pugliese, Esq. 
MCDERMOTT, WILL & EMERY 
340 Madison Avenue, 17th Floor 
New York, NY 10 173 
Telephone: (2 12) 547-5400 
Facsimile: (2 12) 547-5444 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

HONEYWELL INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
f/Ma ALLIED SIGNAL, INC. / BENDIX 

Lisa Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Paynters Ridge Office Park 
2430 Route 34 - P.O. Box 648 
Manasquan, NJ 08736 
Telephone: (732) 528-8888 
Facsimile: (732) 528-4445 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY 
TRANE U.S. INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD INC. 

Robert Hafner, Esq. 
ECKERT, SEAMANS, CHERIN & MELLOTT, LLC. 
50 South 16' Street, 22nd Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19 102 
Telephone: (215) 627-0303 
Facsimile: (2 15) 627-255 1 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

INTERNATIONAL TRUCK and ENGINE CORPORATION 

Timothy McDonnell, Esq. 
BENNETT, GIULIANO, MCDONNELL & PERRONE LLP 
494 Eighth Avenue, 7th Floor 
New York, NY 1000 1 
Telephone: (646) 328-0120 
Facsimile: (646) 328-01 2 1 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

J-M MANUFACTURING COMPANY, INC. 

Wendy Kagan, Esq. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN, DUNST & DOUKAS 
40 Patterson Street 
P.O. Box 480 
New Brunswick, NJ 08903 
Telephone: (732) 545-47 17 
Facsimile: (732) 545-4579 



Attorneys for Defendant: 
KOHLER CO. 

Thomas Maimone, Esq. 
MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC 
170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 
Mineola, NY 1 1501 
Telephone: (516) 390-9595 
Facsimile: (5 16) 877-032 1 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

MACK TRUCKS, INC. 

Marc Kasowitz, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & FRIEDMAN LLP 
1633 Broadway 
New York, NY 100 19 
Telephone: (212) 506-1700 
Facsimile: (212) 506-1800 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

MAWMOUNT CORP. 

Paul Scrudato, Esq, 
SCHIFF HARDIN & WAITE 
666 Fifth Avenue, 17* Floor 
New York, NY 10 103 
Telephone: (212) 753-5000 
Facsimile: (212) 753-5044 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

OWENS-ILLINOIS, INC. 

Philip O'Rourke, Esq. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Street 
New York, NY 10005 
Telephone: (212) 232-1300 
Facsimile: (2 12) 232- 1399 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC. 

John F. Renzulli, Esq. 
81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10605 

Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

Home: (914) 285-0700 

PRATT & WHITNEY POWER SYSTEMS, INC. 

6 



Amiel Gross, Esq. 
SONNENSCHEIN NATH & ROSENTHAL 
122 1 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, NY 10020 

fax:(212) 768-6800 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

(2 12) 398-4867 

RAPID-AMERICAN CORPORATION 

Norman Golub, Esq. 
MARSHALL CONWAY WRIGHT & BRADLEY, P.C. 
116 John Street, qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10038 
Telephone: (2 12) 6 19-4444 
Facsimile: (2 12) 962-2647 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

SLANT/FIN CORPORATION 

Patrick Dwyer, Esq. 
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & BRENNAN 
2 Research Way 
Princeton, NJ 08540 
(609) 734-61 86 
fa~:(609) 987-665 1 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

THE B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, 
(GOODRICH CORPORATION) 

Heidi Baker, Esq. 
MCMAHON, MARTINE & GALLAGHER 
55 Washington St., 7th Floor 
Brooklyn, NY 1 120 1 
Telephone: (212) 747-1230 
Facsimile: (212) 747-1239 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Frank A. Cecere, Esq. 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, NY 1 1507 
Telephone: (5  16) 294-5433 
Facsimile: (516) 535-2400 
FRANK.CECERE@,ADMLAW.COM 

COUNSEL FOR TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

7 

mailto:FRANK.CECERE@,ADMLAW.COM


Lawrence D’Aloise, Esq. 
CLARK, GAGLIARDI & MILLER, P.C. 
99 Court Street 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 946-8900 
Facsimile: (914) 946-8960 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION 

Joseph Colao, Esq, 
LEADER & BERKON LLP 
630 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 100 17 
Telephone: (2 12) 486-2400 
Facsimile: (212) 486-3099 
Attorneys for Defendant: 

WARREN PUMPS, LLC 

8 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

: Index No.: 100855/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET P. CZACHOR, as Administratrix for ' 
the Estate of LOUIS CZACHOR, and 
MARGARET P. CZACHOR, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

k 

7 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New o k N w York iph\ ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Czachor, Louis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 my 1 4  2012 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 2 12) 558-5500 

New 'or', New '0'' 10003 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK --- 
MbY SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K l e i n x t l e r  

1 122-1 9785 S':* 



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

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

j Index No.: 104292/00, 125782/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCES CRIPPS, as Executrix for the Estate of 1 
DONALD A. CRIPPS JR., and FRANCES 
CRIPPS, Individually, \ NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEWFORE, 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, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc, 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cripps, Donald A. Jr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

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

(212) 509-3456 

-DL. SO ORDERED, -4 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of HAROLD C .  CRAWFORD, and 
MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1 1 1779/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Crawford, Harold C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 
700 Broadway 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

I' 
J <'I 

p#ytit SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-26936 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 113809/02, 
! 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM L. CARPENTER and BERNARDINE 
CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: N e w q r k P  York 
,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carpenter, William L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG! 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

r(b'( 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler st(: 
2082-10077 



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

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

i Index No.: 1 10478/02, 106806/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'ri-iis DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD DAY and LINDA LEE DAY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j 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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

'2012 

" . ", 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Day, Richard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

E 
1' MA ii' I 4$ 2312 (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

---m 
_.-r* 

~ -.4' -- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h z y  KWHei t le r  

2082-10090 
4 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EARL DALKAS, as Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of JENNIE DALKAS and EARL DALKAS, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NY C AI., 
1A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100855/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N e w q f s T  York 
, 2012 

V W Y I  - 
Christine Kennedy Flared- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Dalkas, Jennie 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 

(212) 558-5500 

-=--m 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26227D 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAT, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EARL DALKAS, as Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of JENNIE DALKAS and EARL DALKAS, j 
Individually, / NO OPPOSlTION 

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

! Index No.: 100855/03, 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el ul. ! 
Defendants. : 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New o Ne York 4 fa [ ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dalkas, Jennie 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

CiC i 1 
3 

1122-23986 



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

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

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

Index No: 190034/11 

Uta Endress and Rolf Endres 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORFORATION incorrectly s/h/a 

“CARRIER CORPOWTION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT 

HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS” (herein after “CARRIER CORPORATION”) hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7fh Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

File No,: 10557.00926 

43 3 5 669v. 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____---_l_____---__"___l________l____l__- 

NYCAL 

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

X ____----____I_---_____l____l____________- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1252 1 1 /02 

I 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. 

" 

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, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

t Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 F I L E D  + - - - e W m  +NO. 0 5 3 3 ~ ~ 5 2 0  

2 

491 1981v.l 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

Index No.: 19051 1/1 I 
JOHN A. BEARESE AND RUTH BEARESE, I 

I 

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

I 
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., I 

I 

Defendant( s). I 
I 

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

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

/ 

Nicole Price Wesselmann, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John A. Bernese and Ruth Beare 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 

(212) 509-3456 

.. N t W  YORK SO ORDERED, 

3 2nIf 1122-24100 

(N0137994-1] 



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

~ 

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

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL S. HELLER, as Executor for the Estate 
of CHERYL L. HELLER, and MICHAEL S. 
HELLER, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j Index No.: 100904/03, 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER Plain ti ffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New o k e York I-'I /q 2012 

-_  

'4  , 

F I L E D  Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Heller, Cheryl 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York. New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 1 4 2012 

(2 121 i5.3LhQ. COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

G w - ' -  2082-11789 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLAVIO KNESICH, as Administrator for the 
Estates of JOHN KNESICH and MILENA 
KNE S I C H , 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100920/03, 

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 (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 k, w York qp8f ,2012 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Knesich, John 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

+-=um 

1 122-20288 Y 3  

SO ORDERED, 

5 id 

c . $*\ 
4 



.. . . .. 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT E. KERNS and THELMA KERNS, 

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

j Index No.: 10571 1/02, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., 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 eo-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. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kerns, Robert E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

I 

2082-10049 



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

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

; T.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 15562/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. JEWELL AND FRANCES A. 
JEWELL, 

i 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. 

,2012 
1 

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

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

, *  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

, , -  
I " "  

2383-26551 . ,> ' 

c .,\ * 
U' 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. JEWELL AND FRANCES A. 
JEWELL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 15562/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ‘‘ f 4 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jewell, Robert G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

rC-.-.-F-””*̂  - 

SO ORDERED, 
1 v ?’# / 

: > # * d  
y tr^ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SKH * 
2082-1162s 



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

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

; Index No.: 1 15562/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. JEWELL and FRANCES A. JEWELL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

,2012 

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

SO ORDERED, L 

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

L E 
MAY 1 4 2092 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 10297/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN H. JAKWAY and JUNE JAKWAY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

, J' ., 

B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jakway, John H. 

Ja&s:c- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

my t 4 2012 McGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YOW 

New York, New York 10003 cml-y CLERKS wm 

SO ORDERED, 2 
2082-10051 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 150 12/02,106693/02 
~ DONALD J. KRENTZ and I IENE G. KRENTZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

[ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

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, 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. 

Dated: Neyqg" .  York 
3 . J  ,2012 

I ..". 

/I - {I .My. \ i., 

Jam@. Cooper,l'Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & ~ U G E R ,  P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

F>I'L E D Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Krentz, Donald J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 1 4 2012 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

2082-10085 
&&+ ' 



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 LITIGATlON 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLAVIO KNESICH, as Administrator for the 
Estates of John KNESICH and MILENA 
KNESICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 100920/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 1 
Defendants. ; 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk ew York 4LP4 ,2012 

; j l  

7 3  -*,-- u - 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Cow. Knesich, John 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
MCGWNEY & UUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000 
(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

2383-26215 



SUPREME couw 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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 100855/03, 

MARGARET P. CZACHOR, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of LOUIS CZACHOR, and 
MARGARET P. CZACHOR, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs -1 

NEW YORK .*is- 

Tishrnan Liquidating Corp. Czachor, Louis 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.c. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

CGUf.I ('y CLERKS OFFICE 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100904/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL S. HELLER, as Executor for the Estate ! 
of CHERYL L. HELLER, and MICHAEL S. 
HELLER, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, Ne York 
4/&1,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs * 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & I h U G E R ,  P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. I L e I) 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Heller, Cheryl 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 1 4 2012 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - 

m 

-8say 

1122-2096 



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

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

j Index No.: 105623/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGA?'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALICE GOEBEL, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of EDWARD C. GOEBEL, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j 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 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 cJaims and cross claims against 

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

costs. 

Dated: New rk Ne York q %\P,2012 

, 'L 

e B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Goebel, Edward C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

J&L:L- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 

?% 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 



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.: 217638/92, 100300/94 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RALPH GESUALDI and CLARIE GESUALDI, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

MAY 1 4 2OI2 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

n 

2082-10036 



z ' -  

, . ,  

7 e -  

AMERICAN BETRITE, et al,, 

Defmdants. 
..- 

W€€BREFOREl, defendant P&O Nedlloyd Limited hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law a d  Rules 83212 dismissing plaintiffs 
Vaif id Complaint against defendant, P&O Nedlloyd Limited with prejudice in this action, and 
there being no opposition thereto, and it is hereby, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
&fendant, P&O Necllloyd Limited, be and the game are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated New York, New York 
December 19,201 1 

BARJAY & smuss, L.L.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti& 

FREEHILL, HOGAN & MAHAR, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
P&O Nedlloyd Limited 

By: 
Darrell Wilson, Esq. 9 r io r\ E c u - ~ ~  
Mark R. Bibro, Esq, 
360 Lexington Avenue,, 20* Floor 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Telephone No.: 212-986-2233 

SO ORDERED: 

378346.1 



Plaint iff s , 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
COPES-VULCAN, INC., et al., 

SECOND 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Defendants. 
x ___-1_-_"__-1-_1_---1__.______r____ll-1------"-----------------~1---"---- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, COPES-VULCAN, 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, COPES- 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant, COPES-VULCAN, INC. be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

W ite Plains, New York 
6 , 2 0 1 2  

Dated: 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 

New York, New York 10003 COPES-VULCAN, INC. 



I' . $  -- 
VI 

Plain tiffs , 
NO OPPOSITION 

I against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., individually 
and as successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan, et al 

Defendants. 
X ______-"-1---_1_----______r__lll____lll_---"------~------"-----~~----"-- 

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

individually and as successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (ELECTROLUX) 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against 

Defendant, ELECTROLUX with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

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

, 2012 

Hodges Walsh Water, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
ELECTROLUX 
individually and as successor to T New York, NY 10036 

(212) 681-1575 and Copes-Vulcan 
55 Church Street, Suit 
White Plains, NY 
Tel: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 91 4-385-6060 

%. 

. I  

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: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, Individually and 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN RONALD 
FREDERICK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 109589/06. 114999/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-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 
, 2012 

I + ( . a "  

I -. -\<,r*"*Y 3 
d *  

..- x i  -k& 

F I L E D !  
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCEIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frederick, John Roland 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 1 4 2012 

so 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
2) 509-3456 

i ORDERED, 

2082-1 0084 



SUPREME COURT OF ?‘HE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALICE BUTERA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF VERNON BEPRIEST, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

Index No.: 102479103, 127886/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vernon DePriest 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

ad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 3u 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
MAY 1 4 2012 

(N0137879-1) 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1 
2571-1830 

\ NEW YORK 

r ,Le, 



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

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

j Index No.: 106574/02, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RALPH J. DE GEORGI, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. [ 

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

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
De Georgi, Ralph J. Kentile Floors, Inc, 

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

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

(21 2) 509-3456 
* 

COUNTY Cl E R K S  OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

g "  +/2-10073 



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

ASBESTOS LITTGATX ON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

Index No.: 109354/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

FRANK JACKSON AND EDNA JACKSON, 

PI ai n ti ffs, 

-against- 

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

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 Y r qf$!r,z 

h s G e  Kennedy Flores@q. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating COT. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

I., 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Jackson, WEITZ & Frank LUXENBERG, P.C. F"I*)L E D 1 

MAY 1 2012 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 109354/03, 

FRANK JACKSON AND EDNA JACKSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITlON 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New o k , N  York 41% p, 2012 

, . *  , 

Jar& B. Coopkr, E:q. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Jackson, Frank 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

, (212) 55815500 

MpI’( 
@&. / ” 

2082-1 1918 



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: 

FRANK JACKSON AND EDNA JACKSON, 
j Index No.: 109354/03, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New qf3$fv, 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

New York, New York 10003 MAY I 4 2oI2 (212) 558-5500 a t  (212) 509-3456 

Jackson, Frank 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 



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

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

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

LEONARD POMPOSELLO and CATHERINE j 
POMPOSELLO, 

j Index No.: 1 10859/02, 106508/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
[ MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs, 

,2012 

."_*.." " 

' *  

JasodRierner, Esq. 

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

; Y 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pomposello, Leonard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

MAY I '1 2012 

2571-408AO 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBINO PIZZOLORUSSO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100855/03, 105027/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne rk, N w York 
,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Pizzolorusso, Albino 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

51 New York, New York 10004 10003 MAY 1 4 2012 . 
(2 12) 509-3456 I 

OUNTy CLERK‘S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26227 L 



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.: 106694/02, 114650/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NORMAN JAMES REINARD and EVA 
REIN ARD, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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 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 Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

1 

COUNTY CLt  i ::TS OFFICE -1 

" 'NEW L'I)%& --- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Reinard, Norman James 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

L- 
Steven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 F\by n m f l  

--.--- 

ole* - 
SO ORDERED, 4 d  

43((\it - r'v 

324-6913AN 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 105559/02, 

DOLORES REINA, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN REINA, 

PI aint i ffs , 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

T* 

4 

Jarnib%. Coop& Esq: 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc, Reina, John 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

'4 2Q12 Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
\ ~ , - p M S  omcE 

700 Broadway r\\Eu\,.iQRK *A 
(212) 558-5500 

HAY 0 9  ?012 

SKM HGvd 
Dtd' - 

2082-10044 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S A T E  OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DOLORES REINA, Individually and as 
I Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN REINA, 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I -against- 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 105559/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby disniissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New{/rk$)w York 
,2012 

r-- .-< ~ 

S&n Balsokohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 3 0004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Reina, John 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1ooo~OUNTY CLERK'S OFfl 

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

4y h 3  Mi SO ORDERED, V' 

324-7028 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 1 1780/04, 
! 

ASBESTOS 1,lTIGA'I'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL J. COSTANZO, as Executor for the Estate 
of ANGEL0 E. COSTANZO and MARIE L. 
COSTANZO, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. ! 

Defendants. I 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. Costanzo, Angelo E. a d . .  

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 91 2012 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 4 

F1 

k w  - ' ' w Y d  -- 
i.J b ur: 4----: "+** 

SO ORDERED, 

1 122-41 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LUELLA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH CIAMBRONE, and LUELLA KENNY, 
as Executrix for the Estate of CARMELA 
CIAMBRONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 145 18/05, 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

. 

* f - " .  

Attorney for Defend Attorney for Plaintiffs D 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Ciambrone, Joseph 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

MAY 1 '4 2012 

'LE RK'S OFl%l 

w{y& YORK * 

rv+. / 
9b.Y (212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

Ob 1 I k' SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheq' Klein Heitler &&\A ' ' 

2383-26227B 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 114518/05, 100855/03 
j 
j 
i NO OPPOSITION 

LUELLA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH CIAMBRONE, and LUELLA KENNY, 
as Executrix for the Estate of CARMELA 
CIAMBRONE, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

..I - 

I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Ciambrone, Joseph 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. MAY 1 ' 5  2012 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WRU 
SO ORDERED, sKH * I' 

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

Hon. Sher& Klein Heitler 
2082-11616 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT CIAIO, as Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of ANGEL0 CIAIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

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

Index No.: 100855/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

I I A/ 

I ;.#:": 

rney for Defendant 
man Liquidating Corp. Ciaio, Angelo 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 'r 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 8 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 COUN LY CI .FRK'S OF (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

+/ L 
''- 2383-29672 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT CIAIO, as Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of ANGEL0 CIAIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100,855/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

- f i  .u. 

JarrtkB. Coop&, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Ciaio, Angelo 

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

r 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 7 flby 0 3 IQlf 
-I&.--* 

' J; / Hon. Sherr) Klein Heitler 
..d ' 

s\ ' 2082-11615 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I no opposition thereto, 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA O'BRIEN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of RICHARD VAN DERVEER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1007 17/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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 

.d* 
d 

J ~ V B .  Coopek, E S ~  
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Van Derveer, Richard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COUN I v CL, tZRKrs oFFICE I 

1 

I Q % ~ ~ Y ~ ) R K  I 

/ SO ORDERED, 4 ,+J* a 

(212) 509-3456 

I 
-P VhY cI 

4 0  * 
i2&H * 

fl 

2082-1 I610 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100717/03, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

PATRICIA O'BRIEN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of RICHARD VAN DERVEER, 

Plaintiffs , I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. 0. 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 5 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

[. cook, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
~ourter-& company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Van Derveer, Richard D 
CZRY 1 ' 2012 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
i New York, New York 10004 

(212) 509-3456 

NbV 
SO ORDERED, 

# b'\- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

L&fl 

1122-21883 



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.: 100909/03, 

ASBESTOS LI'TIGA'I'ION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH TUCCI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. 1 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

J 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tishman Liquidating Cow. Tucci, Joseph 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MAY 1 4 2012 
2 

CLFRK'S OFFICE 
EW YORK 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 "'(212) 558-5500 Mhv I\ 

New York, New York 10003 

& bid: 
SO ORDERED, $Kt4 - CJi l  

2383-26184 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THlS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL S. HELLER, as Executor for the Estate 
of CHERYL L. HELLER, and MICHAEL S. 
HELLER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100904/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

7 2012 

New York, New 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

~ , 

Attorney Heller, Cheryl for Plaintiffs F IIL*E D Q Tishman Liquidating Corp, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 7 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 1000 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 1 4  2012 

York 10004 
(212) 558-5500 EouNTY CLERKS OFFICE ' 

NEW YORK 

vp/ n3 n't 
*' 3: / 

, j C J C  . 4 .  

2383-26226111 c.&b "I ' 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW SCHAEFER AND PEGGY 
SCHAEFER, 

P 1 ai n ti ffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

Index No.: 105146/03, 100731/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courtes & 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 these 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 rk Ne York 
k t 1  ? q , 2 0 1 2  

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

SO ORDERED, 

York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Schaefer, Andrew 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway MAY 1 4 2012 
New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 

York 

; I  

10003 1 
COUN I Y cr.r:~~~s QFFICE 3 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-23980 



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: 

EDWARD SAMSON and STELLA SAMSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1065 10/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

- .-y. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

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

J&B. coop&, E S ~ .  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 /-. I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Samson, Edward 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 

MAY 1 b~ 2Gf2 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

P 1 
COUNlY CLF F3KS OFFICE + 

NEW Y I B K  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

h 

Stden  Balson-Coken, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company Samson, Edward E 
; F I L E D  

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 MAY 1 4 2012 

NEW YORK 
1 2 ,..,A i SO ORDERED, 

' 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD SAMSON and STELLA SAMSON, 

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

i Index No.: 1065 10/02, 
i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 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 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, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

324-6430 



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

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

i Index No.: 1081 11/03, 100904/03 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARNOLD D. SKOLER AND ELLA SKOLER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with pre-judice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

Skoler, Arnold Daniel 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
EW YQRK 

/ 
+k’* A 

2383-26226AD ”- 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 104855/03, 

ALFRED L. MAKIN AND EVELYN MARIN, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: NeTJT?>kr York 
,2012 

e B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Marin, Alfred L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Jdt:/q- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY I 4 2012 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 coI 8N :v CLERKS OFFICE 

New York, New York 10003 

NEW YORK 

(i $3 $@ 
p '*\ d ' *  

SO ORDERED, 
/ 

_<I +-* 1 -  

..d * ' 

2082-11807 
* .  1 



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

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

i Index No.: 104855/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALFRED L. MARIN AND EVELYN MARIN, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y , N e  York qpr, 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs k3.j 4 Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Hon. Sk 

1 122-1 228 



I 

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOMINIC MICKEY M. LATTUCA, 
j Index No.: 120652/99, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgmen 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit€ 

costs, 

Dated: Ne Y rk N w York q p f  ,2012 

b 

// 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lattuca, Dominic Mickey M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAY 1 4  

cot If4 I Y c.\ 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 ;.?\-W YC 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES R. PELUSO, as Administrator for the 
Estate of ROCCO L. PELUSO, JR. and JANE M. 
PELUSO, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

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

j lndex No.: 105625/02, 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

costs. 

,2012 

d 

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

F I L E D  Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peluso, Rocco L. Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAY 1 4 2012 
* 

(212) 558-5500 COUN I'Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

2082-10048 



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

AS BE STO S LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100904/03, 

LEO PALMER, 

PI ainti ffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 1 MOTlON AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New o N York g PJT, 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
C0urter-k company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Palmer, Leo WAY 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

E 
4 2  

D j  
12 

-.i 

6XlW r Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LlTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS Fro: 
EDWARD 1. O'ROURKE AND MARY CLARE 
O'ROU M E ,  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No,: 100908/03, 

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 8 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y r Ne York qar, 2012 

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

O'Rourke, Edward J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

i9 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1122-2770 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 103643/03, 

ALAM MOSTOW, as Personal Represcntative for ! 
the Estate of SAM MOSTOW, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

, 2012 

K e r r y a e .  9 
Attorney for Dej 

A, Esq. 
fendant 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

-M,>', 

il \ 

l ' i  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mostow, Sam 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 1 

I .  

4 2012 -4 

1' IN I 'f F RKS OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 

NL.W YORK 

tl 9 M  
MfiV Ir,. Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler 

1122-1 127 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

ROCCO MORANO, as Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of SABIN0 MORANO and CAROLINA 
MORANO Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. : 

Index No.: 100855/03, 109264/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 6 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 100031 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Morano, Sabino 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 1 4 20112 

NEW YORK 
(212) 558-5500 rJ$!-j (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100855/03, 109264/04 

ROCCO MORANO, as Proposed Executor for the j 
Estate of SABIN0 MORANO and CAROLINA ’ 

MORANO Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New Yo Ne York 
)v! pA r, 2012 

g-:f?l’- 
Jam’ . Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Morano, Sabino 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC,  

New York, New York loop3 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY s !$ 2012 ? 

v way 0 3 3 ~ 7  

I 

, COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE (2 12) 558-5500 
NEW YORK 

F 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBINO PIZZOLORUSSO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100855/03, 105027/03 

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 8 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pizzolorusso, Albino 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190077/11, 

WILLIAM PISANO, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTiQN AND ORDER 

ABEX CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendants. ! 

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

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Taco, hic., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New ork, New York fay ,2012 

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

LEVY, PHILLIPS & RONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3th FI 
New York, New York 10022 F 1 
(212) 605-6200 

MAY : 2512 
+I 

C-UNT~~* <:\ EF<K'S OFFICE < NEW YORK Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

542-1407 



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

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

This document relates to: I 

WILLIAM PISANO, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

1 Index No.: 190077/11 
I 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION I 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ABEX CORPORATION, et al., 
; MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
1 
I 
I 

Defendan t(s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defmdant, Nash Engineering Company with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P C  
Attorneys for Defendants 
Nash Engineering Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

httomcys for Plaintiff 
William Pismo 
800 Third Avenue 

MAY 1 4  2012 
CoUNT’f CLERK‘S OFflCE .a 

w Yark, New York 10022 New Yark, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

NEW YORK - SO ORDERED, 
505-0471 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100855/03, 116190/03 

NELLIE M. RAGONE, as Executrix for the Estate ! 
of SALVATORE RAGAON and NELLIE 
RAGONE, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New o k q /&?,E;; 

F PC E D Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Ragone, Salvatore 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MAY 1 4 2012 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

C o w r y  CLERK’S OFFICE 
A i  , .. 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100855/03, 116190/03 

NELLIE M. RAGONE, as Executrix for the Estate i 
of SALVATORE RAGAON and NELLIE 
RAGONE, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

; 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

Jar&B. Coop&, Esb. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Ragone, Salvatore 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MA\/ 1 '4 2Ol2 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

u. 2082-11767 



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

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

j Index No.: 100731/03, 105150/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERNEST0 RIVERA, JR. AND BLANCA 
RIVERA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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 8 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

rn- . 

t .  

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rivera, Ernest0 Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
700 Broadway 

MAY 1 4 

New York, New York 10003 ~ i f#" CI_CR~SOFF' 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW WRK F v v  e 

d &  ut$* ' 
Pi<4 SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry2lein keitler sf43 

2383-26196AE 



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

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

j Index No.: 100731/03, 105150/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERNEST0 RIVERA, JR. AND BLANCA 
RIVERA, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

'4 
r 

D J a d B .  Coop&, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 4 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway LEI ws OFFICE 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 ~~ (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, \ 

New York, New York 10003 Mh'r (\Ci"YMf WYORK 

I#  
qL1. $> I t$  ?< / 

t- ' I  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-1 1593 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10073 1/03, 105 150/03 

ERNEST0 RIVERA, JR. AND BLANCA 
RIVERA, 

~ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N e w q r k y r  York 
,2012 

S M k ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc, 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs F.!! L E D 4 
-4, Rivera. Ernest0 Jr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 c O U ~  1 y s\+E*@ Om* 
(2 12) 558-5500 NEWYORK .-- 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 1 14650/02, 106694/02 

NORMAN JAMES REINARD and EVA 
REINARD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: N e w q j & r / e w  York 
,2012 

F I 'L  E Attorney for Defendi t  
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 3 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 1 4 2012 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COUN ry CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Reinard, Norman James 

New York, New York 10003 .a 

SO ORDERED, 
_. -+ &: / 

L1 
2082- IO080 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN M. RYBACKI, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of CHARLES F. RYBACKI, and 
JOAN A. RYBACKI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 116797/07, 106706/02; 
114857/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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. 

,2012 

A I 

J+ . Coop&, E s a  
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

. .  

F I L E D  1 Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rybacki, Charles F. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. r 
700 Broadway MAY 1 I? 2012 
New York. New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-10081 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 16797/07, 106706/02; 

114857/02 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

JOAN M. RYBACKI, AS Personal Representative 
for the Estate of CHARLES F. RYBACKI and 
JOAN A. RYBACKI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the sarne are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

.. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MAY 1 4  2012 Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

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

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
I 
’ COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1 

W YORK 
(212) 558-5500 7#i 

VbY 0 %  
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-901 6 



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

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

j Index No.: 10341 1/00, 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHLEEN FIK, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM I;. RYAN, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-again st - 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Steven Balson-kohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

FI 'LED Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ryan, William F. 
W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
700 Broadway MAY 1 4 2012 
New York. New York 10003 

COUNTY Ci ERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 

324-5219 



SUPREME couw OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106579/02, 1 13079/02 

ROSEMARY NEWTON, as Executor for the 
Estate of ERNEST R. ROMANOFSKI and JOAN j 
ROMANOFSKI, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants, : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New o k w York 4 I&) ,2012 

Steven Balson-kohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 

v Y 

Romanofski, Ernest R. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAY I 4 2012 7 

New York, New YO& 10 OZOUNTY CLERNS OFFICE 
700 Broadway 

NEW YORK e L.q - 

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

vby (,@'I 
SO ORDERED, . "  e +  

'" &LYL' 
s , *  5\ hi ' . b 1  

324-6733AM 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW SCHAEFER AND PEGGY 
SCHAEFER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 1 05 1 46/03, 10073 1 /03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 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: N e w L I f -  York 
,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 1 I? 2012 

NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 
COlJN-rY CLFR\('? OFFICE 

-4 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26 196AI <* ' 



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

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

j Index No.: 105146/03, 100731/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW SCHAEFER AND PEGGY 
SCHAEFER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 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. 

Dated: New q%r’E2 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

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

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, ~ 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

’,. 

+%\.:’ 

‘ I=+ D Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Schaefer, Andrew 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway MAY 1 9 2012 
New York, New York 10003 p (212) 558-5500 COUNTY C I C ~ K S  OFRCE 

.e 



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

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

j Index No.: 108 1 1 1 /03, 100904/03 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARNOLD D. SKOLER AND ELLA SKOLER, 

Plaintiffs , i NO OPPOSlTION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. / 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED,  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. 

w York 
,2012 

1 

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

f F'fbL E Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Skoler, Arnold Daniel i 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

SO ORDERED, , '  
* *  

1122-1579 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



. .. . .- . . 

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

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

j Index No.: 108205/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN L. SHAW AND KAREN ANN SHAW, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y q?qW,E 

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

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New Yo 

I 122-1 902 I 
L _ I  

2 



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

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

j Index No.: 100855/03, 104543/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK SNYDER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: N e w d T T  York 
,2012 

*-- 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Snyder, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

MAY 1 h 2022 
700 Broadway il 

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



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

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

j Index No.: 1 12709/02, 106578/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERINE SNECKENBURG, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of CHARLES 
SNECKENBURG, and CATHERINE 
SNECKENBURG, Individually, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 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. 

Jam B. Cooper, Esq. m Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & QUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney Sneckenburg, for Plaintiffs Charles 

MAY 1 4 2012 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



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

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

1'1 11s DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 12709/02, 106578/02 

CATHERINE SNECKENBURG, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of CHARLES 
SNECKENBURG and CATHERINE 
SNECKENBURG, Individually, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 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, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New rk N w York kq3q ,2012 

Stgven Balson-Cohen, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sneckenburg, Charles 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 e 

' L E D ?  
700 Broadway MAY t 4 2/32 1 
(212) 558-5500 



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: 
i Index No.: 100855/03, 105027/03 

ALBINO PIZZOLORUSSO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 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 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs ~ I?.?, L E 
3 

Kentile Floors, Inc. Pizzolorusso, Albino 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
% NEWYORK (212) 509-3456 Q 

New York, New York 10003 

J 
2 

SO ORDERED, Q *’ 

I 

>\  c 
ki- 2082-1 1639 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
/ lndex No.: 100855/03, 1 161 90/03 

NELLIE M. RAGONE, as Executrix for the Estate i 
of SALVATORE RAGAON and NELLIE 
RAGONE, Individually, i NO OPPOSITlON 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER PI ainti ffs, 

"against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. \ 
Defendants. / 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. MAY 1 4 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ragone, Salvatore 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 ~~ (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-21652 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. POTTER and SUSAN POTTER, 

I j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10861 O/OO, 122205/99 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

Dated: Ne~Yrk$w York 
, 2012 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kentile MCGIVNEY Floors, & KLUGER, Inc. 

P.C. Potter, WEITZ Richard & LUXENBERG, J. P.C. F I L E D T  
MAY 1 4 2012 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - 

(212) 558-5500 

F\b\( 0 

2082-10038 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARNOLD D. SKOLER AND ELLA SKOLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., e6 al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3 . )  

Index No.: 108 1 1 1 /03, 100904/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

\ <  

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Skoler, Arnold Daniel i’ r 1 F I L E D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 MA’( I 4  2012 

‘ T a l  (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, .d .4* / >-- 

4* . 
\ 

2082-11810 
ai-’ 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 100854/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGA‘TION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DEANA CERRONI, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOHN J. CERRONI and DEANA 
CERRONI, Individually, ~ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y k N qyqb?,;:;: 

F I L & D  Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 1 ’+ 2012 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cerroni, John J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

j Index No.: 106508/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONOY CELESTE and CONCETTA 
CELESTE, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SIJMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York q?d\ ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

MAY 1 4 2012 Oakfabco Inc. Celeste, Anthony 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

'"9 
COU f Y  CLEHK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK luff 
i, pi** 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-408M 



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.: 109689/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD CARRIERO and ROSEMARIE 
CARRIERO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. I 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

, 2012 

/ 
1, - .Np- 

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

Mby 9 4 2012 Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carriero, Donald -- 4 WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~ 

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

2082-10062 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 1 1779/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, as Proposed Executrix ! 
for the Estate of HAROLD C .  CRAWFORD, and 
MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

w York 
,2012 

N 

D 
Courter & Company, Inc. Crawford, Harold C .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway B 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

MAY 1 4 2012 

COUNTY 61 El? 
. a * . . .  . I 

. -  Hon. Sherry klein Heitler 

1122-19992 



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: 

ELLEN A. COX, Individually and Executrix for 
the Estate of PHILlP R, COX, 

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

j Index No.: 1 OS 196/02, 1 14082/05 
i 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

\ 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. 

- .-.- * ,  

JaMe 13. Coober, gsq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cox, Philip R. 

MAY 1 4 2012 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New New 'Ooo3 i' COUN1')' CI-ERKS 
(212) 509-3456 NEW YORK (212) 558-5500 

."------"___. 
--ma 

SO O D E  
; i i t  $. , / /- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler L a b . ,  



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.: 105874/02, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK J. COSTELLO, 

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

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

Defendants, j 

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

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

Dated: New ew York 
,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Costello, Frank J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

2082-10057 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.$. Part 30 
(Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190079/11 

RONALD SZAMATULSKI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION ANID ORDER 

AMERICAN OPTICAL COMPANY, et ul. 

- . .  . . .  

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., 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 

mm. 

MCG~VNEY & K L ~ E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10 170 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 986-2233 

n % 7nTt 

4 '  & / 
~ ' 208211430 

so ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD L. STERNER and MARGARET 
STERNER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 106706/02, 114859/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y r , Ne York 4 /3q,2012 
r 

J a m f i .  Coopet Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

f 
Sterner, Donald L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New YOrk, New York 100 ~ COUNTY C L - E R K ~ ~  

Y 
1 4 2012 

c6 

t, \I h% 

7 

'--e- 

c 

' /  

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10082 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106266/02, 

IRVING SPITZ, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

,2012 

Jami . Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Irving Spitz 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . F  

&!-:E-. 
New 80 Broad York, Street-Suite New York 2300 10004 

New 700 Broadway York, New York 106.0 !F ILED 
MAY t 2012 (21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

E 
COUN rf ci.c-r!.;l,c; ~r;Fic 

Nt w VI /!* )K 
--I- 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10067 



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.: 100731/03, 105144/03 

DOMINICK SODANO AND JUDITH SODANO, \ 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New o ew York Lipby ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sodano, Dominick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: I00855/03, 104543103 

FRANK SNYDER, 

PI ain tiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

2 -  

% , \  

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

F I L'kg- Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Snyder, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway MAY t st 2012 
New York. New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 COUN rY CI. ERKS 0 

SO ORDERED, -- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NEW YOHK 

 by I\ 3 2QIt 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK SNYDER, 

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

j Index No.: 100855/03,104543/03 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. \ 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York q PA, ,2012 

, -  

// 
I 

JamuB. Coopek, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Snyder, Frank 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New york 10004 C O ~ N  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

(21 2) 558-5500 

F3 
:\ " 17'' ' 

"14 
+Gk 

3 ?> .- J 
2082-1 1769 CL 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED,  



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.: 106708/02, 1 16076/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD A. CHIMERA and SHIRLEY G. 
CHIMERA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in tl 

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being I 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

costs. 

I \ 

MAY 1 '  

NEW y 

I 

I .  I 

@-7 ',. CQUNNCLEF 

F I ld, 

3% 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chimera, Richard Anthony 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

" 

' = - I , , - , _ m  

Mh'i' 9 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

I c\25 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD A. CHIMERA and SHIRLEY G. 
CHIMERA, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 116076/02, 106708/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Chimera, Richard Anthony 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

2082-10086 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DEANA CERRONI, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOHN J. CERRONI and DEANA 
CERRONI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 100854/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cerroni, John J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

’ V J  Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 

. ”e 
... - .  

SO ORDERED, 

&Did: 
.i ’ 2383-26181 



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

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

j Index No.: 1085&6/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILBUR W. SMITH AND BETTY SMITH, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Smith, Wilbur W. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

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

SO ORDERED, 

0 %%YE Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
+$ tb! 
I ' I  

.3 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK T. SKRABACZ and MARTHA 
SKRABACZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 190400/10, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: N q r x & r  York 
'2012 

- .&*I 

Jam&. Coopek Esq! 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

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

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Skrabacz, Frank T, F 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

s\%,\"\ ' 
2082-10550 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100909/03, 

JOSEPH TUCCI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

& 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tucci, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

.-+ - 
J&B. COOP&, E S ~ .  
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 COUNI Y 

700 Broadway 

?! ew York, New York 10003 
'- ii; ?ICE 
H K 

i 

SO ORDERED, Mhy 0 %  m'l 
utb: /----- 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-11801 



. .- 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100909/03, 

JOSEPH TUCCI, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Kerry-CooL, Esq. e x?! 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs F t'l, E D ' r 
Courter & Company, Inc. Tucci. JoseDh 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LLXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway MAY 1 4  2022 

7 New York, New York 10003 
a 

4 

W ~ N  ry c;LERK'S OFFlC@ 
NEW YORK 

3 

'& 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I *  

1122-19347 



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

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. 

~ 

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

j Index No.: 100741/03, 102871/03 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL T. TRUBIO AND FRANCES TRUBIO, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

Dated: New rk, N w York 
L[/*r ,2012 

, "  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Trubio, Carl T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

> 

F I L E D  Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 MAY 1 4 
(2 12) 509-3456 

COUNTY C\.ERK'S OFFlC 
NEW YOHK 

SO ORDERED, 
3 . '  



I 
I 

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

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

NYCAL 

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

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 18 136198 

c c 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * 1 - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. 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 

A 

I .  

WILSON, ELSER; MO 
EDELMAN&DICKEI@TL E D 7 3 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON C O W  1 4 2012 
150 East. 42"d Street 

Our File No. 05335.019~~uN NEw yI)FtK 

* 
-Tiw York, New York 100 17 C L ~ ~ ~ 8  

4948640~. 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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 108985/02, 105871/02 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS MICHAEL WIMMER and DONNA 
WIMMER, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., etal. 

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 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 -  

/\ 
. 

JamvB. Coopek, Esq. * .. 
- %  Attomev for Defendant Attornev for Plaintiffs 

Kentile Floors, Inc. Wimmer, Thomas Michael 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 N e w Y o r k ~ 1 0 0 0 3  MAY 1 J+ 2012 
(212) 509-3456 J-2*IZ?J98-5 5 01) 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED, 

2082- 10061 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106695/02, 1 1852&/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY WILLIS and BARBARA M. WILLIS, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

Dated: New Y rk w York qi%q ,2012 

a 

5 . I * .  

/Il" 

/-:E- 
Jam B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Willis, Henry 
MCGIVNEY & JSLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. v - - - -  t m  n - m u  

(212) 509-3456 

Hon. S h z y  Kle, 

2082-10089 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 10509/03, 100864/03 

STEVE D. WHITE AND DEANNE WHITE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
?+TC 

%+ \ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs k ? l  

court&& ~ornpany,  Inc. White, Steve D. 

PI D WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-21863 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SARAH WEAVER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
DAVID WEAVER and SARAH WEAVER, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

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

j Index No.: 10587 1 /02, 108982/02 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

' F I L E D - -  
MAY 1 4 2012 

CbUKiY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weaver, David 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. R t, E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

'" "fi r,-: I SO ORDERED, 
, -1. h ~ '  

3 ' '  

1 6  

2082-10060 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108209/03, 

MARY WARSZNITER, lndividually and as 
Proposed Administratrix for the Estate of JOSEPH j 
WARSZNITER, / NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, / MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

j ,  Esq. 

D 3  
.J 

COUN f Y  CILFTRK’S OFFICE 7 

I F I  dant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Warsmiter, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, N e ~ y 3 k - k  TOm3! 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway . - MAY 1 4 2012 

(212) 509-3456 
NEW YORK -i 

4 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-19360 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA O'BRIEN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of RICHARD VAN DERVEER. 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1007 17/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor ,Ne  York 
7 7 q 2 0 1 2  

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Van Derveer, Richard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-26183 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1009 15/03, 

j 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROGER URBANIK, as Administrator for the 
Estate of WALTER URBANIK and THERESA 
URBANIK, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants. : 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

F n  

1122-21454 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARELENE K, CRAWFORD, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of HAROLD C. CRAWFORD, and 
MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

I .u* a 

Jam&. Coo~eA E s d  

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

Index No.: 1 1 1779/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

".,* - 
Attokey for Defendkt Attorney for Plaintiffs "R 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Crawford, Harold C. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 1 4 2012 

lrl F'r?,L(3 OFFICE v 
$ 7nah YoRK -4 (21 2) 509-3456 

-4 
SO ORDERED, sQ\d; 1 ' 

2082-11619 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGARET WARDELL, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of ELMONT WARDELL and 
MARGARET Wardell, Individually, 

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

j lndex No.: 100855/03, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

I . ,  6 7  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wardell, Elmont 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 BroadwaL..-.+--- -7' ~ 

N + X W T N e w  York 10003 

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

MAY 1 4 2012 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-2930 



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 

~ 

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

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

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

j Index No.: 10381 1/01, 
THOMAS J. WALSH, 

~ no opposition thereto, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

costs. 

,2012 

" .. 

-? 

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

SO ORDERED, 

i& i 'LED Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Walsh, Thomas J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 ' .J 

S w 2082-10041 



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

1. 

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

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT LEEDHAM 

Index No. 113705/04 
1 11834/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 
A ttnrneys, for Pluintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneysfiir Dejhndmt 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
* NEWYORK a.r 



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

_- 

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

This Document Relates to: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY 

_- 

Index No. 100988/04 
1 I 1940/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 %  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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 Yo New York 
$Y ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC LL 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys fir Pluint# ~ ~ o r n e y s - f i w  ~qtiwdcrni F I L E Q 

New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 791 -0285 
MAY 1 4 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIE . 

SO ORDERED, 1 NEW YORK d 

4 

--* - 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Leonard P. Pomposello 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110859/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-\ \? , 2012 

c / q 
Frank Ortiz, \ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . m  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

b Judith A. Y it , sq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER E ~ A N T E  YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

"3  * 

New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

-̂ _, -"xd 

MAY 1 4 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kweitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY * 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

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

Leonard P. Pomposello 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q \  \--( 3 2012 

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

Blau, Esq. 
& BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

New York, NY 10016 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor % 

(2 12) 452-5300 L 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Leonard Pomposello 

NYCAL 
(Hei tler, J .) 
Index No: 1 187 1810 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
*1\7 72012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . c . ~  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

DARGER EF&ANTE YAVITZ & BEAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 c 

(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry 



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

~ ~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Leonard P. Pomposello 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J+) 
Index No: 11 1233/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L-i\\7 ,2012 

I 

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

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



Howard E. James Sr. 

* I - - " - - - - - - - - - -  - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X I - - I . . I c c - - -  

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 
I 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, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELh4AN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

q MAY t 4 2012 

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 

1 Qfle" NEWYORK n 

4948686~. 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 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/ 1 % 

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

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

4948685~. 1 ..; * * 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ c " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I c _ _ _ _ - - - 1 - - - - - - - - 3 - - - - - - - - _ _ - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100229/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I 1 - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ - - - - - - r l - - - - - - - - l - - -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

Robert M. Hill 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORlDER 

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 
1 SO East 42"d Street 

rk, New York 10017 
No. 05335.29556 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  7 
MAY 1 4 2012 SO ORDERED, 

3 "&OUN I Y  CLFRK'S OFFICE 

db 3. 7 ' O R K  
2- -' 

:+ 

' 4948677v.l 



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

.- 

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

.- 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 113504/03 

THOMAS FAUGHEY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & kRADLEY, LLC 
150 Bro dwa I ,  Suite 600 

Attorneys for Pluintiff' 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 I 

Allorneysjbr New Y o u w  Dejendant York 1 0 O t  , E D 1 E 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
/- 



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

__  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

,JOSEPH GANISIN 

__  
Index No. 103796/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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 

n and without costs. 

MALABY & RADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadw 2 Suite 600 
New York, New York 10 38 

WElTZ & LUXENHERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys,fbr PluinlqJ 
(212) 558-5500 Attorneys. (212) 791-0285 for Defindunt !F”I t L E D  



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

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

_- 

This Document Relates to: index No. 119987/03 

ANGEL0 T. GENTILE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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. 

A f -  
New York. New York Dated: y , q  ,2012 

, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 *q 

M A L ~ Y ~ R A D L E Y ,  LLC 

New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintifr 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendam I k E D 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 MAY 1 9 2012 
COUN 1-Y CI CIIK'S OFFICE 4 1 

NEW YORK 
Dated: SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MAY 0 3  7n17 



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

x 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

I 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 115705/03 

~ 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

JOSEPH G. DUFOUR NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

l and without costs. 

,2012 
I * -.,7 . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC ' "  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

BRADLEY, LLC 

Dated : 

MAY 1 4 2012 

~.CIUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK - 5-4 

\ 



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

.- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates to: Index No. 103473/04 

IRVING H. KLINE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ ~ ____ 1 %  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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 ew York ( f Y  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys. jor Plaint&f 
(21 2) 558-5500 I 
> I  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

n 

M A L A B ~ ~ B R A D L E Y ,  LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 F I L E D  

MAY 1 4 2012 . _  

Dated: 
COUN I Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEWYORK 



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

n - --- 

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

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN E. KERN 

1. 

Index No. 117868103 
11 1939103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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 Yor New York 
$i, ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys +for PlaintjfJ' 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORIIERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

MALABY ~ R A D L E Y ,  LLC 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

_. 

Altorneys-fbr Dejendant 
(2 I 2) 79 1 -0285 

>r 

t 

COUNrY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: 
- .  

t 

COUNrY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: 
- .  

4 '  



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

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

GENE E. KEDING 

Index No. 11 1794/04 
1 1  1941/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
AttorneyL~*fbr Yluintijf 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl& Heitler 

MALA@Y&HWDLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attornqys j?ir Dejendunt 

MAY 1 bt 2012 

f"Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 



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

.- 

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

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT D. FREEMAN 

- 
Index No. 100867/04 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 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, 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
AttorneyLs,for Plaintiff 

BRADLEY, LLC 

c 

A ttorneys $1. Dejenduni 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

STANLEY J. MASTERS 

.^ 
Index No. 104610/04 

111940/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice l o  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 k, New York 
$Y ,2012 

> -  

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 

RADLEY,LLC 

New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys<jbr Pkuintgf 

New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

_- 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 121121/03 

ALEXANDER LUBECKI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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. 
A 

,2012 

\ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pluintiff' 

New York, New York 10038 
Attornevs for Defkndmt 



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

A 

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

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICK W. LOWDEN JK. 

1. 

Index No. 101357/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

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. 

) 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for PluinttfS 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York I0038 
Attorneys for Defindmt F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



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 

I and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

This Document Relates to: 

KENNETH SHIRLEY 

n 

Index No. 11 OS28/04 
11 1626103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

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 Yo 

I f  ' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. .*% 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC %'*.. MALABY & 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
A/torney.s,fiw Plaintiff' Attorneys for  Defendant L 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 791 -0285 F I L E D  4 :  (212) 558-5500 
i 

t 
4 

MAY 1 kf 2012 
SO ORDERED, Dated: COUNIV CLERK'S OFFICE a 

NEWYORK 

Nby n%?fi'T 
& oia* / 



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

X 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 118094103 
111939103 

DOMINIC SCOTT0 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
y/zy ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorne+ys ji7r Plaintiff 
(2 12) 558-5500 

A 

SO ORDERED, & 
Hon. Sherry KlEin Heitler 

Michael J. $tt, Esq. 
MALABY RADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 f 
New York, New York 10!3$ F I L E 4 
Attorneys for Defendant . i 

MAY 1 4 2012 (212) 791-0285 

I 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK . . *"*- 
-b"- Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE SlATE OF NEW YORK 

I opposition thereto, 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOK couNw ! NYCAL 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j J.A.S. Part 30 

I defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

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

j Index No.: 106708/02, 1 16079/02 
JAMES P. CAHILL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. \ 

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

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, ew York 4y.q ,2012 

. - 
/ 

< ’ ,  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 1 

Cahill, WEITZ & James LUXENBERG, P. P.C. . : F I L E D .  
1 
5 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 f 

MAY 1 4  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

.d 

* NEW YORK 
ypf fi9 m 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
&Qt&* 

2571-1673 

A 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES P. CAHILL, 
; Index No.: 106708/02, 1 16079102 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y r Ne York 
,h 1 \ %I 2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

1 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Cahill, WEITZ & James LUXENBERG, P. P.C. F I L E D  J 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 MAY 1 4 2012 3 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 558-5500 I 

LERKS OFFICE 

'. ."d 

2082- 10087 

I 

LERKS OFFICE 
W YORK 

' ."d 



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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106508/02, 1 10848/02 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. 
BUCKLEY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco 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, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

, 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Buckley, John C .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. EY & KLUGER, P.C. 

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

2571-408K 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I I Index No.: 19051 1/11  
I 
I 
I 

JOHN A. BEARESE AND RUTH BEARESE, 

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

I 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., : 
I 
I 
I Defendant( s). 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, 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 ork, New York #b. ,2012 n 
h o l e  Price Wesselmann, Esq. is Romanelli, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John A. Bearese and Ruth Bearese 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO1 37994-1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLAVIO KNESICH, as Administrator for the 
Estates of JOHN KNESICH and MILENA 
KNESICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITE1 WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100920/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

B. Cooper, Esq. 

P I  L Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. Knesich, John 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
E D  

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway MAY 1 b 2012 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 1792 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROCCO MORANO, as Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of SABIN0 MORANO and CAROLINA 
MORANO Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 100855/03, 109264104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. / 
Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, w York q[-?B\ ,2012 

MAY 1 4  2012 

h 71 

\ ,-* j' 1 
* G  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Morano, Sabino 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003co NTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-21423 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 108780/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. MIRRA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. 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 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y qq-, E ;; 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 

i 

MAY I 4 2012 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

700 Broadway ~ 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mirra, Albert J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

-\ -- 1122-1154 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 10305/02, 10571 5/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH G. MILLER and JUDY ANN 
MILLER, 

i NO OPPOSITlON 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et u1. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 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: NeaTrlc,w, 9;;; 

- -Ir - . .~ 

' ) I  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Miller, Kenneth G. 

/-L(jL"- 
Jam B. Cooper, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

MAY 14 2012 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

co CLERKS OFRCE 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 T ' ( ~ J = W  YORK 

-- //" r/r 12) 558-5500 

, & 
~~~ qa r~ 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-10052 

t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD M. MC INERNEY, JR. and 
BERNADETTE M. MCINERNEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 114873/02, 106706/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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., he and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

.M.t 

Jam@. Coopek Esq! 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 P, 3 

I 
* \ <  '* ~ /. . 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mc Inerney, Edward M, Jr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

" 4 y  4 

2012 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Coo 

/ ?h by (212) 558-5500 

I ,JG* 
1 

& 
SO ORDERED, 

i" 

5 

2082-10083 



SUPNME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107401/02, I13480/02 

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM A. MATICE AND SUSAN MATICE, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests sunirnary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

Treadwell Corporation Matice, William A. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yorlc 10004 

M c G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

bfi E 6% 



- -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COIJNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALFRED L. MARIN AND EVELYN MARIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104855/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2012 

ttorney for Defendan Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Marin, Alfi-ed L. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 Y I 4 2o12 (212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

.-: 
2383-26239 

**H ,. 



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 

SALVATORE FlGLlOLl4 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

Index No. 1067062002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., et ai., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by rnwger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed wi tbut  prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ,pew York, New York 

MAY 1 4 2012 

FFlCE 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc,, successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, u Pennsylvaniu corporation, 

use Electric Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 107007-2002 MICHAEL A. CORVINO, 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

AS.& S. INC., et al,, et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mtrger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter "Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the abovcentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 91 

SO ORDERED, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq- COUN I y r,\ m K  s OFf=E 
Ntw Y ~ ~ ~ t Q  

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a D t aware 
Sedgwick LLP 

corporation, f/k/a Viacom I 
to CBS Corporation, a Penn 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric 
Three Gateway Center, 12' 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintij'j!s 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

m k ,  NJ 07102 
E 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. 1069642002 
X 

MARION CHRISTON, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOHN G. CHRISTON, and MARION CHRISTON, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
Plaintiff (s), 

-against- 

A.C.& S. INC., et  al., et  al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mtrger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom lnc., successor by merger 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse without prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitr & Luxenberg P.C. Sedgwick LLP P*- Sedgwick LLP P*- U,‘ 

to CBS corporation, a Pennsylvania corporathn, F l U i  
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/o Viacorn Inc., successor by me 

f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

Attorneys for Plaint$fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ay Center, 1 2 ~  Floor MAY 1 4  2QJ1 
1 7102 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

ROBERT HlNES Index No. 120432-2001 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C& S. INC., et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mwger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants, 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witl-out prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New Vork 
2 , 7 0 1 2  

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

\ 
1 - - 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. \ 

! 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Del 
corporation, f/k/o Viacom Inc., s u c c e F r r a  m L r  
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania c poration, 
f/k/o Westinqhouse Electric CorDoration Unhy 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO, 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

Index No. 120432-2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C.& S. INC., et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mager 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the abovcentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporotion, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., su 
to CBS Corporation, o Pennsylvani E3X?E D 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corpo&on 

Gateway Center, 1Yh Floor 1 4 2ol2 
ewark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Han. Sherry Klein Heitler 

KENNETH R. HALLERA4 

"against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

X 

Index No. 107007-2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODJCTS CO., et al., et al., ,,icluding 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mwger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter "Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, P Pennsylvania co 
f,k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporati 

' r  Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 fV'n,L E D - 

Three Gateway Center, 1Yh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 MAY 1 ? 2012 

SO ORDERED, M hv fi 2 7f@)"b11~ c; L- 1 ,S OFFICE 
~ F b v  /URK 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 105713-2002 HOWARD H, HABERER 

-against- 
Plaintiff (s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

AS.& S. INC., et al,, et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mager 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

zit?*- Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successpr by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania co?po 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation P I  L E D 

~ I_ Three Gateway Center, lih Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 MAY 1 4 2012 

NEW YOHK 
SO ORDERED, MA‘ 0 3 2012 COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFIG1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

RAYMOND JOSEPH JABLONSKI Index No. 10699P2002 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mcrger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed withut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

$J t 
Sedgwick LLP 

corporotion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., succ 

f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
1 

Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

JlmeGateway Center, 12fh Floor MAY 1 *”* 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

JOHN J. HUDSON, Index No. 1070062002 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

AS,& S. INC, et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by meger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the abovcentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * Sedgwick Dennis E. LLP ga, Esq. 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., succe 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania c 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 @;PrE D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

JOHN VANSTON, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

Index No. 105871-2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

AX.& S. INC., et at., et at., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mwger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse“) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed wi tbut  prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
M A Y ?  7 012 

Sedgwick LLP 

corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., succe 

f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New Vork, New York 10003 

way Center, 12fh Floor 
07102 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

* > #  .”. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 1058752002 RONALD S. TANNER and PHYLLIS TANNER 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.C.& S. INC., et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by meger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York b Sedgwick Dennis E. Vega, U P  sq, 

Attorneys for C8S Corporation, a Delaware 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintqfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I _  

corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by er er 
to C8S Corporation, a Pennsylvania cor PtbL E D 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporatio 

MAY 1 4 Three Gateway Center, Ifh Floor 
-,/ 1 -,-------Newark, NJ 07102 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

MICHELLE PIZZUTO, as Executrix for the Estate ofJOHN W. 
MAHNKEN, 

Index No. 10670&2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.C.& S. INC., et at., et al,, including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by meger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-4 Sedgwick LLP 

corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successo 
Attorneys for CSS Corporation, a Delaw 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f /k /a  Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

--- Three -” Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

w Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAY 1 4 2012 

O U N ~  CLERK‘S OFFICE 
03?!@ NEwYORK 

SO ORDERED, M by 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 106695-2002 THOMAS J. LUISA, as Executor for the Estate of ALBERTA. 
LUISA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

-against- 

AS.& S. INC, et  al., e t  al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mwger 
to CES CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed wittout prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

? 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., success y er r 
to CBs corporation, a Pennsylvania cor$!!a& L E D 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

-_Gateway Center, 1Yh Floor 
rk, NJ 07102 

1 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAY 1 ’4 2cfiz 
Mby 0 3 ‘Q:tHTy ~ ~ ~ s ’ r C r 3  OFF= 

f,It{W YOFN 
* /  & UCd* 

SO ORDERED, 



Joseph P. McCort and Martha McCort, Index No.: 11-190286 

Plaintif&), 
-Against- 

A.0, Smith Water Products Company, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFOFLE, defendant Velan Valve Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plainliffs' complaint against defendant Vdan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon natice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve Carp. bc and the sBme are hereby dismissed with prejudioc and without 

costs. 

cw York, New York 

dhdRornanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

n 

U Richard P. O'Leq, Esq. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

245 Park Avenue, 27Ih Floor 
New York, New Yo 
212.609.6800 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Volan Valve C o p  
New York, New York IO003 
212.558.5500 FQP'L E D 

courJ [y CLEWS OFFICE 

MAY 1 4 z0l2 

NEW yoRK A 

MAY 0 3 201r 
$0 ORDEED,  

ME1 l269b56Qv I 



CHARLES L. CHIDESTER Index No.: 190293-11 

WHEREFORE, defendant CUNO Incorporated, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CUNO Incorporated with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CUNO Incorporated be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Date&, Ne 

McCarte & English, LLP 
Attorney for Defendant d Weib & Luxenberg, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway CUNO Incorporated 
New York, New York 10003-9536 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitltr 

245 Park Avenue, 27" F o 
New York, New Y F  lilk E nT 4 
2 12.609.6800 

,,' 
-1 .d 

ME1 13147311v.l 



EUGENE RISO, JR. Index No.: 105151/03 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

P h i  Alvarado, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

i&L.&d BO'X 
Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attornevs for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27 
New York, New Yo 
21 2.609.6800 MAY 1 4 2012 

sr  ------- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK , 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Han. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

NEVI0 MARIN and CATHERINE MARIN, Index No. 190274-2011 

Plaint iff (s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER AS AGAINST DEFENDANT 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 

AMERICAN STANDARD INC. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby requests 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. 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Cornpa 
Three Gateway Center, 12Ih Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintrfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 MAY \ 4 

4 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

,I 
St("isi a 



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 

MICHAEL H. WILSON 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

Index No. 106578-2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mwger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
x 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter "Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed wi tbut  prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

William E, Duffy and Penny Duffy, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. 190482-201 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Bell & Gossett Company et al., including 
Foster Wheeler, L.L.C., 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant Foster Wheeler, 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q \  P4\ \s 

* (  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

r Dennis E. Vega, Es 
Sedgwick LLP 

Three Gateway Center, 1 2 l h  Flo 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. 

Newark, NJ 07 102 
(9731 242-0002 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

DANIEL YOUNG as Administrator for the  Estate of Index No. 190452-2011 
BILLY GENE YOUNG, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER AS AGAINST DEFENDANT 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 

Plaint iff( s), 
-against- 

CERTAIN TEED CORPORATION e t  al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby requests 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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Dennis ~~~ E. Ve ~? 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P L  
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 MAY 1 2a12 4 

Sedgwick LLP 3 

Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Attorneys for General Electric Co 

Newark, NJ 07102 
1 

u N n  CLE.FWS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, M bv fi% nlP N€WYOHK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Han. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

KARL H. BECKSTED, 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

AX.& S. INC., et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mager 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Index No. 10670&2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed wi tbut  prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

MAY 1 4 2012 
d 

KS OFFICE 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 ’ n, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
Electric Corporation 
ter, 12’h Floor 

Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITEATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 190407-2010 Salvatore Cugno and Carmela Cugno, 

Plaintiff($), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

-against- 

American Sugar Refining Inc. et  al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby requests 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 codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
MA)’2,2012 
n 

Erik P. Karst, Esq. ’ 
Karst & von Oiste LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
19500 State Hwy 249, Suite 420 
Houston, Texas 77070 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 

\ L  
MAY 1 4 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 

NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. 190407-2010 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

Salvatore Cugno and Carmela Cugno, 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
-again st  - SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

American Sugar Refining Inc. ct al., including 
Foster Wheeler, LLC, 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
I 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  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 
"-2012-_-- 

& 
Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 1. 

4 Attorneys Erik Karst P. & Karst, von for Oiste Esq. Plaintvfs LLP 
Attorneys  ED Sedgwick for LLP Foster Wheeler LLC MAY 1 4 2°12 ! 

19500 State Hwy 249, Suite 420 
Houston, Texas 77070 

Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

CONRAD FROMM and MARY FROMM, Index No. 107007-2002 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C.& S. INC., et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by meger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter "Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without cosis. F L E D  
Dated: New York, New York MAY 1 4 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz 81 Luxenberg P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 2012 corporation, f /k /a  Viacom Inc., successor by merqer 

to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporati&>< 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation -- -,..-- Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor myw : I 

Newark, NJ 07102 

4 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrv Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 10650&2002 HERBERT 1. FRIETSCH, 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

AS,& S. INC,, et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by msger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CES Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corpomtion, a D e l a w a r e r  
corporation, f/k/a Viocom Inc., successor b$ %e 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corpora tion I#: : 

, __- Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 

rd: /- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. 105716-2002 

X 

CHARLES E, FRENCHand BESSIE FRENCH, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A,O, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, e t  al., e t  al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by meger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

1 Sedgwick LLP 

! 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delfrwore 
corporation, f/k/a Viacorn Inc., success 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania 

f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation MA‘4 1 12 1612 ,’ 
keeGateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
ewark, NJ 07102 OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, + 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No, 106695-2002 

X 

FREOERICO FOCELLA and JOSEPRllNE FOCELLA, 

-against- 
Plaintiff (s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., e t  al., et  al., Including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by meger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGNOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to  

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 

New York, New York 10003 to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania cor oration, 

f/k/a Three Westinghouse Gateway Center, Electric 1Ph Corpora Floor $ K E D ’  4 
-? 

nv’ ma@,’ ,:RK‘S OFFICE 

-Newark, NJ 07102 
M y ;  t !f 2012 

SO ORDERED, 1 
tdL- t / i  YORK 

4 

+, i d  x!: “ -d--\ 

.I 



In Re: NEW YORK ClTY ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION : 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
3M COMPANY, OWa Minncsota Mining & 
Manufacturing Co., and 
SAINT GOBAIN ADVANCED CERAMICS 
CORPOKAl'ION, successor of merger with 
Carborundum Specialty Products Inc. f/k/a Norton 
Company, Unifrax Corporation flWa Carborundum 
Company and SAINT-GOBAIN CORPORATION et al. : 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUIJGMENT MOTION AND 
: O m E R  

1)efendmts. 

WHEREFORE?,, del'endants ShINl' GOBAIN ADVANCED CERAMICS 

CORPORAl'ION, successor of merger with Carborundum Specialty Products Inc. flWa 
Norton Company, Unifrax Corporation flWa Carborundum Company and SAINT-GOBAlN 

CORPORATION (hereinafter "Saint-Ciobain") by its attorncys, Harris Rcach 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 SAINT- 

GOBAIN with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CTOSS claims 



against defendant SAINT-GOBIVN be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY P H T I ~ I ~ I P S ~  KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue 
New Yurk, NY 10022 

l r ”  

Robert A. Schaefer,/Jvi Esq. 

Attorneys For Defendants 
SAINT GOBAIN ADVANCED 
CERAMICS COIWORATION, successor 
of merger with Carborundum Specialty 
Products Inc. f/Ma Norton Company, 
Unifiax Corporation f/k/a Carborundum 
Company and 

100 Wall Street 
New York, NY 10005 

IiAiuus BEACH a i i c  

SAINT- GOB^ CowowrroN 

SO ORDERED, 

2 



Index No.: X90156-12 

ORDEKED, that upon naticc to all ca-defcndants, all claims and cross-claims against 

lefendant, TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A., INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
xejjudice ;md yithuut costs. 
3ated: 5 , g  ,2012 

LAWN, O'NEIL, RICCI, CEDRONE W I T 2  & LUXIENBERG, P.C. 
A 

420 Lexington Avenue* Suite 335 700 Broadway 
New Yark, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

ew York, New Yurk 10170 
(21 2) 3 19-6898 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COSMO CASAREGULR, 
X 1____________1-_--*-_____l___r_lrtr___fl---"""~*-"-------------~1~--- 

Index No.: 190421/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY 

JUDOMENT 
MOI'ION AND 
OlZDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

3M COMPANY, et al, 

Defendants. 
X rr__r___r-----_-l-l-lll______r_r___l____-"-----"-----------------~ 

WHEREFOFORE, 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant BLACKMER with 

prcjudicc, and therc being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERIED, k a t  upon notiw tu all co-defendants, all claims md cross cldms against 

defendant BLACKMER be and the same are hemby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New Y o k ,  New York 

t 

Lori A. Benavidesxsq. Dkid  €3. KOchrr;an, Esq. 2 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 

BLACKMER t T  
100 Wall Street, 23 Floor 

LEVY PEIILLWS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff s AttorneysForDefend L E 0 ), 
800 Third Avenue, 11' I' floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 New York, NY 10005 ~ h y  

(212) 687-0100 

f 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEE ROY GARLICK and NONA DEE GARLICK 
Index No. 190046/ 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: f k l  L-3 . ,2012 

Il 

Attorneys for Defendant 
M r n e  ys for plaint iff('&,, 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

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: 

MICHAEL P. GILL 
Index No. 126935/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 

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: 

MICHAEL P. GILL 
Index No. 126935/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ql3 ,2012 

- --r\;p-- "a 

i l  
2, 

, r* "1 u 5 .  \ 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New Yark, NY 10003 

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: 

MICHAEL P. GILL 
Index No. 126935102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: pt42.45 sM ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANDREA HAYWARD, as Proposed Administratrix for the 
Estate of HENRY J. HAYWARD JR., and ANDREA 
HAYWARD, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 126037/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,201 2 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, DennehGy, Warner, Coleman & 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Goggin 3 

I 

-A 

SO ORDERED, 

c 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD GRANT 
Index No. 100396/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 9. 

Weits & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Marti 
Marshall, Denn#$&beE g 
Coleman & Eoggin 
8 8 8 Ve te r a n s M em o a  fl i 9 t-yv9jlz 
Hauppauge, NY 11 

t 
7 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK 

. ~ a*.. -4 SO ORDERED, 

2 m  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANDREA HAYWARD, as Proposed Administratrix for the 
Estate of HENRY J. HAYWARD JR., and ANDREA 
HAYWARD, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 126037/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: T\,\q ,2012 

MAeI tfta./tvlaria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

--k Goggin r 

3' 
1 MAY 1 4 2UK 

SO ORDERED, 1 

UNV CLERKS O F F I E  

-_ - EW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER HEINTZ, as Executor for the Estate of 
THEODORE W. HEINTZ, and CATHLEEN HEINTZ, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. I 1  531 2/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

- 
Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, New York, NY 10003 

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: 

PETER HEINTZ, as Executor for the Estate of 
THEODORE W. HEINTZ, and CATHLEEN HEINTZ, 
Individually , NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 1 1531 2/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 7/23 ,201 2 

Colleen M. Crohid 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

IN RE: NEW YQRK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY and BERNICE A. HICKEY 
Index No. 12596302 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to at1 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: I ,201 2 

h A 

w Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

*d. 

COUNTY CLEW 9” FEE ‘ 

/ NEW 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALD KELTY 
Index No. 126934/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 4 3  ,2012 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, NY 10003 Marshl 

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: 

FRANK JANITS, Individually and Derivatively as Spouse 
of KATHLEEN JANITS, and KATHLEEN JANITS, 
Individually and Derivatively as Spouse of FRANK 
JANITS SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Index No. 190084/12 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

orne for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, '93 

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: 

ROLLAND E. HICKEY and BERNICE A. HICKEY 
Index No. 125965/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: q / y  ,2012 

% L 

'%., pF+-, 
0 I- "+'"., I *  ,*wq-$- 

A t t o r n q h i r  Pla"in"tiff 
Qu, 1 p d'lk .;;< * * '  r .+sa, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

ROSEMARY WOSSNER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
AUGUST WOSSNER JR., and ROSEMARY WOSSNER 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 126292102 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed dith 

F I L E D  1 . 3  

prejudice and without costs. 

1 
MAY 1 4 DATED: cf (3 ,201 2 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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: 

ROSEMARY WOSSNER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
AUGUST WOSSNER JR., and ROSEMARY WOSSNER 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 126292/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: Lf I? ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 

New York, NY 10003 

‘%a % ‘g: \‘ Attorneys for Defendant COUN~y CLERKS OFFICE 

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc. tfEU\l YORK ,- 



Plaintiffs, 

-against - 
BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, 

by its Successor-in-interest 
BORG-WARNER MORSE TEC, INC., et al., 

NYCAL 
Index No.: 190102-12 

I A S  Justice: 
Hon. Sherry Klein 
Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Mineola, New York 

MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Braadway Mack Trucks, Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 

( Attorneys for Defendant '' 
so ORDERED, 

Hon . 

Mineola, a/--- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

DOLORES REINA, Individually and as 
Administratrix for  the Estate of 
JOHN REINA, 

X 

X Index No. 105559/02 

---l"_lll-----------_----------------I-I 

_________________-________llll_ll__lll__ 

Plaintiff, 

-against - 

TAS Justice: 
Hon. Sherry Klein 
Heitler 

A.C.  FC S., INC., et al., NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. MOTION AND ORDER 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in t he  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, thzt upcn notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated : Mineola, New York 
4 \ A \ J -  

Frank Ortiz, Esq Thomas d-bsmnu ne, Esaf. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Braadway Mack Trucks, Inc .  
New York, New York 10003 170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 

MATMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC 

Mineola, New York 11501 *-- K E D  4 1  1 1  
SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 li 2012 1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
I 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

LOUIS KINSELLA and ETHEL KINSELLA, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

X -----_-__----__ll"------------------------------~~-"------------- 

: I.A.S. Part30 

P1 ainti ff( s), : Index No.: 108806-03 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X --_______--II-------------------------"--"-----------~~---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
I I 

Dated: 

M 7 z &  
Matthew T. MacIntyre, E d .  Kirst Alford Kneis, Esq. 

K& GATESLLP 
A 4' orneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

WEITZ L? LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 v y 1 J E  2012 
SO ORDERED, 

r;(it l~! y$ r;\-ERKS OFF 
bi 1 I "1 vORK 

& E D  I: 599 Lexington A 
New York, NY 1 6 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD J. STUFANO 
Index No. 107403/02 

I 14090/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM E NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

L Attorneys No el S a. for Maria Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Coleman & Goggin- 
888 Veteran 

1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
. -. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD J. STUFANO 
Index No. 107403/02 

1 14090/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 3/,pl 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin I '  

I 

SO ORDERED, 



I 
- - . -. . -. . ... .. -. ... 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X 1_1-1111__---______-___________I---__------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

This Document Relates to: 
Emma Rokitka, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Francis J. 
Rokitka, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. &. s . ,  m c . ,  et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Par t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index N O . :  112711/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGmNT 
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 C o .  Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering 

Co. Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

llen and D 
neys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for 

is J. R o k i t k a  177 Montague 
Brooklyn , New 

York, New York 10003 (718) 855-900 

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: 

BILLIE W. SELF and CYNTHIA L. SELF 
Index No. 127400/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 4 3 ,201 2 

n 
, \  <hh.  5, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff *a, \ 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

.. >.+ Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

BILLIE W. SELF and CYNTHIA L. SELF 
Index No. 127400/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 5 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 3 \ d \ a  I 2012 

Attorneys f6f Pla 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

4 
SO ORDERED, 

_c_w.I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOANNE R. VIOHL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK J. STllA 

Index No. 103869/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Y 13 ,201 2 
*,'~ 

DATED: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

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: 

JOANNE R. VIOHL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANK J. STILA 

Index No. 103869/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 413 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highwa 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

1 
4 2012 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL P. GILL 
Index No. 126935/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (7 ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & GI 
888 Veterans K m h  

C ppa'uge, NY 11788 

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: 

ROGER C. RUMSEY 
Index No. 12801 9/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: %2 ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway - B Hauppawe, NY 11788 

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 T. SANDER and JOAN SANDER 
Index No. 113287/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: * I  4 ,201 2 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial _Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

4 

I 

:: SO ORDERED, 

CLERKS OFIFICE 
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: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER and JOAN SANDER, 
Index No. 19039111 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~. ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to 

Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to Borg-Warner 

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 BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to Borg-Warner 

Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: N~ I q ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor- 
by-merger to Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 

New York, NY 10003 

moria1 Highway 

SO ORDERED, 
MAY 1 4 2m 



....... ... ............. ........... . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . .  . . . .  -. .-~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER and JOAN SANDER 
Index No. 113287/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

i 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. oadway - 7th floor 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Colemaq & 
Goggin 9 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BENJAMIN SCHAEFFER and CHARLENE 
SCHAEFFER 

Index No. 190120/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MQTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 41 \ @  ,201 2 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

546 Fifth Avenue - 4th F 
Belluck & Fox LLP 

New York, NY 10036 

1 
SO ORDERED, 

MhY n3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD GRANT 
Index No. 1003WO3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: q/ z+f 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

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: 

CHARLES FUNICELLO 
Index No. 126681/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 4 3  ,2012 1 r'ljl 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin P 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ....................................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PETER HEINTZ, as Executor for the Estate of THEODORE 
W. HEINTZ and CATHLEEN HEINTZ, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No. : 1 15 3 1212003 
100861l2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLImR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY , be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

I 
- 7  

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Keeler-Dorr-Oliver Boiler Company 
500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

& LUXENBERG, P. 

Theodore W. Heintz 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 344-5461 (212) 661-1151 

WAY 1 4 2012 



- ._ . .  ... - -  . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  

This document relates to: 

PATRICK MYERS 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 103452-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejud 

Dated: New York, ew ork 
4 T Y  Lq \L 

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, qfh Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(7 171 9R1-4SOl Fyt, 1 S 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

y-&v fiqrn?? 
.cc_cI 

" \ *  / . , r .  r+ 

SO ORDERED, 



This document relates to: 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, scrztjy xbqwscs sumriwy jdgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 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, ew York 
TW\P 

- - ~  
x 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

212 981-4501 EX~CT~~UNTY CLERKS OFFICE 7 1 
1! NEW YORK 
i 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. e e y Klein Heitler 



NYCAL 

1.A.S. Piir13Q 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 100592-00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
NIOTXON AND ORDER 

WHEWFORE, clefandant Pnemno Abex LLC, hereby requests sunmay judgmant in the 

above-aititled casc, pursuaiit to Civil Prncticc Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintifys coinplaint against defendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prcjudicc, tlicre being 110 

opposition Ihcrcto, 

ORDEMD, that tipon notice lo all co-defendants, dl claims and cross claims against 

de1endan.t Pneumo Abex LLC, be and we hereby dismissed with prejudice aid witliout costs. 

- - V I  
Matthew Machitrye, Esq 
Weitz and Lmeiibcrg! P.C. 
Attorneys Sor Plaintiff 
700 Brondwy 
New Yorlr, New York 10003 
(211) 558-5500 

% SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Altomcys for Defeiida 
Piieunio AI?exLLC 1 L E 7 1 
90 Broad Street. 4'" Floor 
New 'fork, New York lOOO+fAy 1 4 2012 i 

OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1 ; 1 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED,_-_ 
Han. Sherry Klein Hcitler 



LOUIS SlLBERT hdwt No(s).: 124441-02 

A 
Doted: 3 h v  York, New Yorlc 

3 \ 2 3  \\L 



This document relates to: 

WILLIAM BERTON 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S, )  

Index No.: 1 198 10-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 crass claims against 

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 

~ t t ~ & p  for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

1 '  90 Broad Street, 

212 981-4501 Ext. 21 
N~wYQ~~,N~wE%~ E D 3 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

i 
1 

1 ,----- /MAY 1 4 2012 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 



This document relates to: 

WILLIAM DOWNS 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 121569/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 
q\\A-- 

Frank ~ Ortiz, Esq. Frank Ortiz,-Esq. - \-\ 
Weitz and Luxenberg, P w  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klex Heitler 

(212) 981-4501 Ext. 25 



This document relates to: 

FRANK WEBER 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 103447/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

i Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC MAY f 4 2012 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 1 
New York, New Y0&3!3Q04' T.,l_M3K'S OFFICE , 

-7.L- -ry 
 st, 15 tJEW YORK 

" 

' 4  sfif? **\AV 0 ' 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
r 



This document relates to: 

MICHAEL 0. FLYNN 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 104304/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew Y ;%\fib%--,. 
'-%,>; 

h ++, \." ,=r 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneurnd Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 

90 Broad Street, 4'h Floor 
New York, New Yark 10004 

.z, 2 Y I 0 4 "  I u r i r .  1 Ir 
*hon'l Arnl r- L l r  

SO ORDERED, 



ANGELINA VINTICINQUO Index No(s).: 1903 14/10 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

Plaintiff's complaint against defendant 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 w=\= 

P I L E D  Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defen 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 1 OO# y 1 4 2012 

T;(-)L 1r47y CLERKS OFFICE * 

1 1 ~  'W YORK 2 212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

SO ORDERED, 

. '  9 f M  NpV ( i Q  



This document relates to: 

ROLAND LADIEU Index No(s).: 106508-02 
1 10790-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

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, Ne .\\.,yP@- 

-6 Alfred Sdente ,  Esq. NEW YOHK 
SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

, . .  ' .  



f i s  document relates to: 

JOSEPH T. SANDER 
: Index No.: 190391-201 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiff's complaint against defendant Pneuma Abex LLC with prejudice, there being t l ~  

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to dl co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

R 

Attorneys for Defendam) 

90 Broad Street, dth F I ~  
New York New York 
(212) 981- k . 3 2  

700 Broadway Pneuma Abex LLC 
New York9 New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

r-'m' ' . I-y hiem Heitler 



. . . ... 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

HENRY BLACK CALER 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No. 105871-2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C.& S. INC,, et al,, et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mager 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., Successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sedgwick LLP 

corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

-Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

.- 

SO ORDERED, /‘ 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

FRANK CALDERONC Index No. 120392-2001 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C.& S. INC., et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by meger 
to COS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being na apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D :  
J 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. . \..u 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

Weitt & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
GMway Center, llh Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN IRE NEW Y O W  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

DAVID A. LITTERELLO, as Executor for the Estate 
of ANTHONY A. LITTERELLO, and DAVID 
LITTERELLO, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of CLAW LITTERELLO, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

A.C&S INC., et ai. including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Index No. 117281-1999 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

X 

WHER.EFORE, 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, 

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. 

rn 4q 
Michael Sedgwick, A. Detert, Tanenbaum, Moran Esq. & Arnold, LLP I Z E D 3  

Weitz & Lwxenber 
Attorneys for Plain 
180 M&den Lane, 17* Floor 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L. C. 
nree Gateway Center, I2* Floor 

4 MAY 1 4  2012 
‘-Newark, NJ 07102 

-4 ‘’ 1-i f:LERK’s OFFICE . 

New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, i 
r *  

# N t W  YORK n? 
*% 9; ,i ! 

‘> 
c/ 

_ +  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS NYCAL 
T I r n T J O F  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

x 

KATHLEEN M. IUIISTAN as Personal Index Nos. 106437-2000 

KRISTAN JR. and KATHLEEN M. KRISTAN, 
Individually, ef yl., 

Representative for the Estate of EDWARD W. 121981-1999 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

- I' +-ag&fist- 

A.C.&S INC., et al. including 
FOSTER WHEELER COFU'ORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC (sued herein as "Foster Wheeler Corporation") 

hereby requested 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: Ne York, New York 4 w b  - 
Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran &: Arnold, 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12" Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plaintifls 
180 Maiden Lane, 17" Floor 
New York, NY 10038 NJ 07102 
(212) 558-5500 2-0002 

N ~ W  YORK SO ORDERED, 

6% M 
pl hv 

/ , 2- / 
NW244870vI 

F 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

ARTHUR LETTOW, 
Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 190437-2011 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
A.G. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS et ai. including, 
CBS CORPORATION, a Delaware Corporation, f/k/a VIACOM 
INC., successor by merger to CBS CORPORATION, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPROATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CSS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
*( 3 

Fa# L E D ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against def 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
MAY 1 4 2012 

UNTY CLERK‘S OFFICI 
Dated: New York, New York 

-.E? 

Qa NEW YORK 

- 
Nichael  A. Tanenbaum, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, 
successor by Merger To CBS Corpo 
Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

’ThreeGateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
X 

I.A.S. Part 30 
X 

ARTHUR LETTOW, Index No. 190437-201 1 

Plain tiffs, 

-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 summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER 11C 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 

ddchael A. Tanenbaum, Esq.  
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for FOSTER WHEE ER L C 
Three Gateway Center, 1 2th Floor 
Newark, N J 071 02 

i ' F I L E D :  I 

New York, NY 10036 MAY 1 4 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Pad 30 

X 

ARTHUR LETTOW, Index No. 190437-201 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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 

32 1 2, 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 10036 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Hectric Company 

P I L E D  Three Gateway Center, 12'h 
Newark, NJ 071 02 

: 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

JEANNE ENGLE, as Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM Index No. 121248-2003 
ENGLE, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER AS AGAINST DEFENDANT 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. e t  al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby requests 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 al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New york, New York 
< 

F f t  
Dennis E. Vega, Esq. f 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company E Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintqfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

(212) 558-5500 "+@a) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 
&d" - SKH c RWi- cA 

i 
D 

MAY 1 4 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No. 12038&2001 
X 

RONALD P. LENAHAN 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C.& S. INC., et at., er at., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mtrger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter "Westinghouse") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

FT"2 E D ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims agaihst 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York MAY 1 4 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three -_ Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Attorneys for Plaintvfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

/ 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 10680&2002 EDWARD LAZORE, 

-against- 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY., et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by mager 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
x 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse“) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed witbut prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitr Frank Ortiz, & Luxenberg Esq. P.C. e * : , E I D  Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for PluintiJfs Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware GLERKs OFF\CI 

NEN m R K  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successorWb$@r 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, l Y h  Floor 

-. Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. 10658@2002 DAVE L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of DAVE JAMES, 
SR., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C.& S. INC., et al., et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by rnager 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor 

by merger to CBS Corpora?ion, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 

(hereinafter “Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs‘ complaint against defendant 

Westinghouse without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Codefendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed wi tbut  prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corpora tion, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
e Gateway Center, 1Yh Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shew Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 11 1588/03 

EUGENE BEETVELD, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORIE, 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, 

ORDEFU?,D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: YQ5 ,2012 
New York, New York 

n . A  I f  n I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. r ‘  

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 1 +’\ ‘1y E 4 
I 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 

MbY 0 3  2Olf 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

U d  e---”-- 
SKH - nbia 

SO ORDERED, A 



-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
et al., 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant, 

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

51a-lra 
c----;j- --- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. ' P F L E D  
L(+ 

Ted Eder, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SIN 

Attorneys for Defendant 546 Fifth Ave., 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 MAY 1 4 2042 

New York, New York l002f 1 

3 
4il 

. COUNTY CLFF"KS OFFICE 
NEW YURK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190357/09 

VINCENT CARROLL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

I against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 4la 7 ,2012 
New Ybrk, Niw York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. f SEGAL McCAMRRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

(212) 558-5500 

r* 

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 F I L E D  1%; 
MAY 1 4 2012 

1 

a 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEWYORK SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WAY M znT2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 127888/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DAVID DAVIDSON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition there to, 

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: 4 130 ,2012 
New York, New York 

/"P;?L(. 
-g, Esq. J l l ~ k ~  I r~ II. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 MAY 1 4 2012 I (212) 651-7500 . ,  __.. 

SO ORDERED, I-& I 
Hon. &i&-y Kl& Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190120/12 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BENJAMIN SCHAEFFER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAJN, et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
/ f l  

Dated: c/ /w ,2012 
N&w kork, dew York 

BELLUCK & FOX, LL 

546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR 
New York, NY 10036 
(888) 808-0428 ''1. E D 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
\ I  (212) 651-7500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 128019/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES E. REMINGTON, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: Y - d y  ,2012 
New York, New York 

Lindseu.  Foster, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRTDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

MAY 1 It 2012 

COUNTY CIERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEWYORK , i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 126937/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

ANDREW KING, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: I -. / a 7 201-2- 
New York, New York 

c+- M , 6b Jennifer L. Budner, Esq 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 

New York, NY 10022 

4 
COUN IV CI-ERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
' \ J  Q fs, flv 

SO ORDERED, 

. I ,  .- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No,: 126934/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GERALD F. KELTY, 
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 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: A 2012 
New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1146 I L E D 7 i" 
:i i New York, NY 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

MAY 1 4 2012 > 

CLEf?d'S OFFICE I 

NEW YORK 
.-*, & /  

SO ORDERED, 

wnv fig m i  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Index No.: 190286/11 

Plainti ff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et. al,. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party, 

Dated* e York, New York 

/&?=-=- 
I 1 

ChribR6manelli, Esq 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tomachukwu N, Acholonu 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE t 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue. Suite 1 100 M Y  1 4 2012 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al., 

Index No,: 190044/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S, Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER'), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
a i r  4 

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. 

Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 1 1 

New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, S 
(2 12)558-5500 +.< New York, New Yor 

SO ORDERED, B-p CLERKS OFF= 
~ NEWYORK am 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al., I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CompuDyne Corporation, Individually, and as successor to 

York Shipley, Inc. (hereinafter "COMPUDYNE"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, COMPUDYNE, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs to either party* 

Dated: New York, New York cllsD112- // 
F------ 

. .  -q. /fw.uhL(LLFPrr&)i. Katrina Murphy, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg PC SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD. 

New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

700 Broadway Attorneys for DefenclanF 1 h & D ', 

(212) 558-5500 

-'"IvyI 
n. Sherrv K. fieitler 



T7 ZAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This document relates to: Index No.: 11 1626/03; 113756/03 

MARION MOULTRIE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR- 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 
X -----_I__-------__----------------------------------------------~*---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-BORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison. New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

/--- 

Honorable Sh Klein- eitler 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEEL ER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

F I L E D  7 
(212) 661-1 151 

MAY 1 4 2012 



S'UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

r: ___l___---____--_ff____________l_______l----------~-------~----~~-------~- 

WALTER VARA and MARILYN BEATRICE VARA, Index No.: 190512-1 'I 

Plain tiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
COPES-VULCAN, INCA al.. 

Defendants. 
X -----lr_---_l__--------------------------~---~-----------~------~-----~~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, COPES-VULCAN, INC. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, COPES- 

VULCAN, INC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant, COPES-VULCAN, INC., be arid the same are hereby 

with prejudice and without costs. 

,* f 

q/// 
CbdRiomanelli, Esq. CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Weitz 25 Luxenberg, P.C. Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Dafendant 

(21 2) 558-5500 55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 

New York, New York 10003 COPES-VULCAN, I NC. 

Tel: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 91 4-385-6060 F I L E D  Our File No.: 089-51 I GSH 

MAY 1 4 2012 

COUNTY CILERK'S OFFlC 

0 3mfoRK 



Plaintis, SECOND 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against- SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., et al 

Defendants. 
x - l r - ~ ~ - - - r ~ * ~ ~ ~ - 3 ~ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ - ~ ~ ~ * ~ ~ - ~ - ~ * ~ - ~ - ~ ~ - " ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPJRAX SARCO, INC. , hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled MSB, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX 

SARCO, INC., WZh prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, SPERAX SARCO, INC. be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains New York 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

-. c/c/c// 
CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Ho 
A# 
SP 
55 Church Street, Suite 211 
White Plains, NY 10601 

800 Third Avenue, I lth FI 
New Yark, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

Td: 914-385-6000 
Fax: 91 4-385-6060 

F I L E D  ,,_*r__"r".* . .' " ." 

MAY 1 4 m2 S.C.  



Plain tiffs , 

- against- 

SECOND 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

SPIRAX SARCO, INC., (Individually and as Successor 
to Sarco Company, Inc.), et a1 

Defendants. 
X "______-___-____--__1___1____1__1_______---------"-------------~-------" 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., (Individually and as 

Successor to Sarco Company, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

L 
Mark Bibd, E@, " CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 
Early & Strauss 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20fh FI 
New York, New York 10017 
(21 2) 986-2233 

Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SPIRAX SARCO, INC. , Individually and 
as Successor to Sarco Company, Inc. 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 91 4-385-6000 
Fax: 914-385-6060 

F I L E D  
MAY 1 4  2012 

qnf? f+% COUNTY Cl=,ERKS OFF So Ordered: J.S.C. 
*bq M& YORK 

:t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lAURA BARRY and PAMELA JARDIM, as Co- 
Executrices for the Estate of RICHARD F. TOBIN 
And MARY TOBIN, Individually, 

x _______1-______--__"_______1__11___1111_------~-----------""---------~---- 

Index No. 190014/09 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
SPIRAX SARCO INC., Individually and as Successor 
to SARCO COMPANY, et al 

Defendants. 
X --_1___----_1"---1----"--"--------~------"--------------~--------------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 
Successor to Sarco Company (hereinafter "SPIRAX SARCO") hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, 

SPIRAX SARCO with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

&M 
CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 

Wdtz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plain tiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 681-1575 

Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as 
Successor to Sarco Comp 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 
White Plains, NY 10601 

F I L E D  
TeL 914-385-6000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GARY PAUL VAN NOTE and JANE M. VAN NOTE, 
___-_r"__l---__l__"-____l__ll__r_____l__"---"--------------~-------~----- WCEIVEd 

APR 25  2012 

Index No.: 190011-12 

Plaint iff s, 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

- against - SUMMARY 

ALFA LAVAL, INC.,ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, 
INC., Individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et al., 

. .  - GGfSndaniS. 
X _1_---11__1--_1___1----11----1---1--"----1----"----------1------"---"--------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter 

"ELECTROLUX"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: f4; P:"oy; 

Mark G. Struass, Esq. 
Early & Strauss 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th FI 
New York, New York 1001 7 
(21 2) 986-2233 

Hodges Walsh & Slater, LLP 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan 
and Copes-Vulcan "( R 
55 Church Street, 

W'ite Plains, NY I- I $P 6- 
IF)h 6 1 :  914-385-6000 

So Ordered: 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

r , -  I . *  c 1 c r .. .. 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 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 

i 
I without costs. 

I Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKERLLP 
Attorney for Defendant ' 
A.W. CHESTERTON k 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 i &J+4 E D  

MAY I No, 05335.2!j417 2012 
'> 

SO ORDERE 

494865 Iv. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l_r_l_l-----____________r_______l________ 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - - - - l - - - -_ -______ l_r______ l____________"  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 126687/02 
104644/03 

Francis R. Defilippis NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Yprk, New York 10017 

SO ORDERED, 

NO. 05335.29165 MAY f C 2012 

COUN Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4 
-_ 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

U 
4915138v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ r _ r r r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105917/04 
12 1477/02 

Charles Johnson 

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 

e No. 05335.00001 

4953307v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - l__- - -" l - - -_____________I___________-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

August F. Wossner Jr. 

. -  I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126292/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMF'ANY, 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. U Julie R. Evans, Esy. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.2 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

! 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 4  2012 

491535 Iv. 1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100336/03 

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 

4p;lR 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yor 
Our File No. 05335.2 6 Boy L E D 1 

MAY 1 4 2012 

4948785v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 1 _ 1 _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3 _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100083/03 

Britt L. Morton 

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 

"!//<//z 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.29 6 F I L E D  1 

"m 
4 

MAY 1 4 2012 b 

I 

~ COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

4948775v.1 



Albert V. Monroe I1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100727/03 

- - 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. CHESTER 
150 East 42"d Street 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

,+-Ohr File No. 05335.29835 

SO ORDERED, 

4948770~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I c _ _ c c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

James W. McDonald Jr. 

” . r  1 c I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102171/03 
127887/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - c - - - -  

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, 

4948752~. 1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street . 

York, New 

/- c.-c’ 

r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES SANTACROCE SR. 

Index No. 11 7445/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys fir Plaintif 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1 -0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES SALERNO 

- 
Index No. 116466/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys*for Plaintifl 
(2 12) 558-5500 

f 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 p' I L E D 1 
Attorneys fbr Defkndunt 

3 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: SO ORDERED, 

0 3  2012' Hon. Sheq~lein'Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

HARRY SADLER 

_- 

Index No. 11 1938/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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 Yolrk. New York A 
-, 2012 / A  f ,  I I' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. f$,, I? 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY RADLEY, LLC k 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Atlorney.s,fi)r Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D :  150 Broadwa; Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys-for Defendant 
(212) 791-0285 MAY 1 4 2012 

L 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE f 
NkW YORK 

= - >  

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_" 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATJON LA,$. Part 30 

._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 114680/03 

JOHN S. ROBINSON NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo n 
I '  i "  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MA LA BY^ BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys jbr Plaintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
Ncw York, New York 10038 
A/lorney.s, for Lk/endan/ F I L E D  jp + 

5 
MAY 1 4 2012 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

t 1 
COUNTY CLERKS O F f I a  

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, - *- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

*. 

NYCAL IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

PAUL A. SMOLLEY SR. 

.- 
Index No. 121252/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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 Yor,lj, New York 

I 

f * * <  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys-for Plaintiff * .  
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: \ O N  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS J. SMITH 

__  
Index No. 118280/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
$/ ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERC, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintif 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Michael J. C u f p .  
MALABY & ADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 1 
New York, New York 10034 F I L E 
Attorneys for Defendam ' I 

r\\ 
3 

(2 12) 791 -0285 MAY I S 2012 
1 
' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE , 
1 NEWYORK ~ , t -L .. Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 119780/03 

ANTHONY SIRICO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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. 

l 

e \  I )*%& 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. c .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC , 

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys jor  Pluint[if 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 1003 
Attorneys. for Dejkndant 
(2 12) 791 -0285 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
Dated: - NEWYORK A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - c _ I I c - l r l - _ l - l l - l - _ - - - - - 1 1 - - - - - - - - - - - " " - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1901 1 8/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ___--------- - - - - - I"_______r__r_ll l______- 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - r - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a CARRIER 
CORPORATION, Individually, and as Successor in Interest to Bryant Heating & Cooling 
Systems, (herein after "CARRIER CORPOMTION') hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

- 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie Evans, Esq. 

CARRIER CORPORATI 
150 East 42"d Street 
Ned York, New York 10017 
Our File Number: 1055?.00975 

MAY 1 4 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFiC 
NEW YQRK 

4769335~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ f _ _ - - - - - - - - _ - - 3 1 _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RQbert F. Nugent 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100287/03 

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 

Vrz/lz 

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 Our File York, No. New 05335.295 York 1 F I L E D  3 J 
5 

MAY 1 4 2012 

COUNTY CLEHKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK - 

4948787~. 1 
.. , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _l-_l__---____---____l__l_____l_________- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Luisa Rotolo 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103 872103 
126682102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - -  

WHEREFOREy 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, 

T 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON CO 
150 East 42nd Street L E D 

MAY 1 4 2012 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.29292 

49 15324~ .  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ - - - - - - _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Paul P. Rolince Sr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125969/02 

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 

?p?//Z 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 

New York, Nk 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
NewYork,NewYork 10017 
Our File No. 05335.28679 i 

- 
SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 Eo 2012 

4915309v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ r _ _ _ _ - - - - l " _ - - - _ - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Frederick A. Porta 

- -  I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104029/03 
126686/02 

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 

-<%y,y: \\ . 
..\ Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG hd 

SO ORDERED, ~ 

4915300v.l 

~~ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 1 
Our File No. 05335.29338 

MAY 1 2012 ~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ " _ _ - _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ______________________ll_l_l____________- 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1046 10/03 
126687/02 

James G. Perrini 

- - - - - - - - - - - -  .. 

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 C 
150 East and Street 
New York, New York 100 7 
Our File No. 05335.29195 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 pt E D -1 7 

MAY \ r,j 2,QQ 

SO ORDERED, 

., ' 

c 
v 

491 5299v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ________________l_r_r_r_______ll l___l__l-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Thomas Stringer and Marcia Stringer 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190444/10 
12077810 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRTER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/w CARRIER 
CORPORATION, Individually, and as Successor in Interest to Bryant Heating and 
Cooling Systems, (herein after “CARRIER CORPORATION”) hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER COWORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L i b  11 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4251709v.1 

150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 1001 $.OU~Ty CLERKS OFF’( 
Our File Number: 10557.00 19 NEW YORK 



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 

Albert Mayce and Maryann Mayce 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1901 174 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant C A W E R  CORPORATIO incorrectly s/h/a CAF&FUER 
CORPORATION, Individually, and as Successor in Interest to Bryant Heating & Cooling 
Systems, (herein after “CARRIER CORPORATION’) hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs EDELMAN & 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Our File Number: 10557.00969 
MAY 1 4 2012 

4769357~. 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 

Stephen A. Martin and Brigid Martin 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190 160/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a CARRIER 
CORPOIRATION, Individually, and as Successor in Interest to Bryant Heating & Cooling 
Systems, (herein after “CARRIER CORPORATION’) hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NQY-YW~ mew York 100 1 7 
ur File Number: 10557.00984~~y 1 4 2Ol2 

COUNTY CI-EHKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

4769370~. 1 



c 

Firmino Marques 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a CARRIER 
CORPORATION, Individually, and as Successor in Interest to Bryant Heating & Cooling 
Systems, (herein after “CARRIER COWORATION’) hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, 

Charles F e r g u w s q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

EDELMAN & D CKE LLP 
Attorney for De nd 
CARRIER CO 
150 East 42”d Street 

Our File Number: 10557.00948 Hfiy 1 4 2012 

I L E D  UI 

-ysrk, - k . Y o r k  100 

qy CLERKS OFF’ 
SO ORDERED ww VORK 

‘1 M T  vf:4 i h  * 

LJ d / 
& \.,o 

4769363~. 1 1 
.-J \ 4 



Martin Rothstein 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104 1 5 5/03 
126935102 

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 

Pban AKarad;, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

6 
SO ORDERED, 

UN rY CLFRK'S OFFICE 

+ % * J  
4 * ,-\ 5' -b 499 1699~. I 



I 

Dated: New York, New York 

Richard Vasseler 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

rk, New York 1 0 0 l F  / L ~ 

No. 05335.29546 
c b  

-3 

MAY I (4 2012 SO ORDERED, 

P+ 

4948868v.1 



Robert Simmons, as Executor of the Estate of Stephen 
Lewis Simmons, Deceased 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SIEMENS CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a "SIEMENS 
CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to Powers" (hereinafter "'SIEMENS 
CORPORATION") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants 
SIEMENS CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants SIEMENS CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

h Belluck, Esq. 
& FOX LLP 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10036 

FLED New%rk, New York 1 

MAY t 4 2012 
SO ORDERED, '-Ae SherryX. Heitler 

.sy G UNTY CLERKS OFFICE p NEWYORK 



- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X __l__-__l___-_---__-__l__l___________l__- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190265/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

, W3IiSTOS LITIGATION 

X _-_____I____-_---__-____lll_________l___- 

This Document Relates To: 

Fdward Kuczwara and Muriel Kuczwara 

X _ l _ _ _ l _ _ - - - _ _ - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a 
“CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT 
HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS” (herein after TARRIER CORPORATION”) hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CARRIER CORPORATION 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CAKHIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 

File No. 10557.01039 MAY 1 4 2012 
1 4 

COUNTY CLFRK’S OFFICE 
NFW YORK 1 -- -c M 

5001h07v I 

L 
i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ " - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r - l - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Marilyn Ploeckelmann, Individually and as Administratrix 
to the Estate of Sidney William Ploeckelmann. 

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 CARRIER CORPORATION with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

New York, New York 1 
212-490-3000 F71LEg + 
File No. 10557.00766 3 

4 

J o s p  W. Belluck, Esq. 
BE LUCK & FOX, L.L.P 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

5020989~.  I 

MAY 1 4 2092 
d 

4TY CLERKS OFFICE 

-a 

NEW ORK 2 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______________" l__ l r________ I I__________-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190046/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ " 3 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~  

This Document Relates To: 

Julian Alfonso and Theresa Alfonso 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
0RI)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a 
CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually and IS successor in interest to BRYANT 
HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS (hereinafter "CARRIER CORPORATION") hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles Ferhson, EsG - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

47 18707~. 1 

CARRIER CORPORATION 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Fik-Ph. 10557.00944 

MAY 1 4 2OI2 

2 12-490-3000 



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, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

* - < - + .  -150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 05335.299 

SO ORDERED, 

4948742v. 1 



This Document Relates To: Index No: 106508/02 
110788/02 

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, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I. 

9- -!! 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBER- 
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 42nd Street 

Our File No. 05335,25442 
pn E D 

_ _ _ + _ +  Mew York, New York 10017 

MAY 1 4 2012 

COUN I Y  CI.F'r71G OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

---4 

48231 1Ov.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ c ~ _ c _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 18977/02 
106695/02 

John A. Gentile NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

L 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

*- 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON C 
150 East 42"d Street Fm E D 3 ,- York, New York 100 17 4 Our File No. 05335.25279 MAY 1 4 2012 -4 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

3 

4823000v.I 



.. 1 , -  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 

Ffink M. Ortiz, Esq. 1 
m I T Z  & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N? 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attornev for Defendant 

New York, N? 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON 

SO ORDERED, 

A.W. CHESTERTON 
150 East 42"".Street 

-&WT&New York 10017 

4948827~. 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., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4984729v.l 

interest to Anaconda EXXE D 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
212-490-3000 COUN-ry CILERK'S OFFICE 
Our File No. 07536.00001 NEW I -  3- 

MAY 1 bt 2012 
-4 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant AVIALL, INC,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AVIALL, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant AVIALL, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10036 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
AVIALL, INC. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New 

d 
MAY 1 4 2012 cI Our "I File No. 07040.00029 

I 
4 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

- - L  SO ORDERED, 

*b&4Q &. . 

4981892v.1 5@+ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__________-----I_--__1__________ X I.A.S. Part 30 
FLORA JOAN KERN, as Executrix to the Estate of 
EDWARD F. KERN, 

X ____- - - - f fC - - -__ I____- - - -__ - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.S.C.) 

~ 

Dated: New York, New York 

Plaintiffs, Index No.: 190203/10 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. AND ORDER 
X ____---l_-ll___________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., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Levy Phillips & Konigsberg LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

SO ORDERED, // 
Hon. S h e m t l e r  

---A 2 12-490-3000 MAY 1 4  
Our File No. 07536.17920 

COLINJY Ci r Rk 

@* NL.-VVYo 

4996603v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES L. JASON, Trustee of the Trust of LOUIS 
JASON, deceased, 

X ____________l_ll_________lfl____ 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J. S.C.) 
X I.A.S. Part 30 _________l__________ll_l________ 

Plaintiffs, Index No.: 190185/10 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 

3M COMPANY, fMa Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing 
Co., et al., JUDGMENT MOTION 

Defendants. 
X ___------_____-----_______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., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Robtrt Kornitar, Esq. 
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 C., as successor in 

Cable Co. 

FJLE 150 East 42”’ Street 
New York, New York 1 01 
2 12-490-3000 L ’ v v -  Our File No. 07536.17919 MAY 1 9 20 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
___-______ l______r_ l___r__ l___r______r_ l -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 14369/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Marilyn Ploeckelmann, Individually and as Administratrix 
to the Estate of Sidney William Ploeckelmann. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
.JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: 

BELLUCK & FOX, L.L.P 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

New York, New York 1 
212-490-3000 

"fd 

File No. 13 139.00062 

."- MAY 1 4 2012 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

502096 1 v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _____________I I______l l r l_______l_______-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Edward Sadowski and Alberta Sadowski 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1902 15/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a 
"AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors" (herein 
after "AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.") hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMERICAN BILTFUTE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 A m e r i c w  150 East . 

NewYork,New York 1 0 E  I L E 
21 2-490-3000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ l l _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joan M, Wolter, as Fiduciary for the Estate of John Jay 
Wolter, deceased, and Joam M. Wolter, Individually. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106696/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, ,y requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CARRIER CORPORATION with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: 

R, MOSKOWITZ, 

CARRIER CORPOFUTION 
150 East 42nd Street 
NewYork,NewYork 
2 12-490-3000 L E D 
File No. 10557.00367 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

+4 
MAY 1 4 2012 

W N  ry CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

/- 
SO ORDERED, 

502 1035~.  I 



t 

John E. Andrews, Sr. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant C A W E R  CORPORATION hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

David Weissman 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 126937/02 
105582/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREy 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/Z</ I 7, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4915350v.1 

_____ ~~ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street a a 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.29 

r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _- - - - -_____- - - r_ - - - -____________r r_r r___-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - l__-- - l - - - - -_"-_lr - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - l r -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 104604/03 
126687/02 

- 

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 

-~ -&2. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG \?T, 

SO ORDERED, 

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 
Our File No. 05335.29201 MAY 1 4 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE I NEW YORK 

I 4915342v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __-_-_- - -_ - - - - -_____ l l r_________ l l______-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ---_____"__rl-------_l________________ll" 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 127409/02 

Billie W. Self 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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 
'1 50 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yor 
Our File No. 05335.2 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

F!VLED 'E 

nwyoRK A vp?t 0% 

SO ORDERED, 14  20'2 

co"F\I ( y CIERlrC'S 

E s 
I * *  ' 

b. . ' 3' L' 

4915329~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l - _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ____________"__-- - - -________11__1__11___-  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 104037/03 
126686/02 

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 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

4915326v.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 100 17 
Our File No. 05335,29346 



Edward J. Grant 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, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP ha, 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant f% 

FTXED New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON C 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.29491 MAY 1 4 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

4948666~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x ________ l_ l_____________ l r_r________r___-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ___"" l_______________l_ l l_r_______r_____-  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 107 103/02 

Lawrence G. Manning 

- .. ,. .. ,. 

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. CHESTERTQN 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 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
N e w Y o r k , N s r Y o r k l O p  1 L E D 4 
Our File No. 05335.2791 

MAY 1 4 2012 
1 

4912014~. 1 



I SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ - _ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A,S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 12671 3/02 
1 10270/02 

". .. . -  

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 zq 1 7, 
A 

v >  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

PI L E D  ...-..- Our - File No. 05335.2 

SO ORDERED, MAW 1 4 2012 k 
d 

CLERKS OFFICE %& NEW YORK 

_. / 
49 I 1996v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.28535 

\, WAY 1 4 2012 
____ I .L" +-" 

-54 
COUNTY CLERK'S OF- ~ 

JL 'EwYORK SO ORDERED, 

Ralph F. Luisi 

. "  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103 178/03 
124445/02 

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 32, 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 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

'2 491 1986v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
---“I_____-__-----___ll____________ll__l- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190447/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X __ l___- - - -____l r______________l l__r_____-  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s M a  
“AMERICAN BILTFUTE, INC., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors” (herein 
after “AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMEFUCAN BILTFUTE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

b Dated: q4@- ( 

f /  l/ 
Benjamin DarcKEsq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 12-490-3000 
- File No, 13139.00108 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ______________lll l___---------------I-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Wendell Corwin Sr. and Alice Convin 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190447/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATIO incorrectly s/h/a 
“CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT 
HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS” (herein after “CARRIER CORPORATION”) hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CARRIER CORPORATION 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Benjamin x D che, Esq. 
weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

5001572~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 113686104 
11 1622103 

JOSEPH SORRENTINO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys*jor Plaintjff , 

MAL BY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Br adway, Suite 600 
New rk, New York 10038 

#**‘Attorn s jbr D<fin&nt / (212) 3 91-0285 (21 2) 558-5500 

Hon. She& K%in H 



r I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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 -+- 
(-@&ab* 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant z 

F I L E D  rk;NKwYork 10 
No. 05335.0173 

MAY 1 4 2012 
SO ORDERED, I 

dp"J / --.* 
(* 

4948593~. 1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORTIER 

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 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

SO ORDERED, I L ' ~  r ,i?S OFFICE 

-4 

4948582~. 1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES A. ROBINETT, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 110830/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

N, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

MAY 1 4 2012 
I 

L m S  NEW YORK OFFICE 

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: 

DONALD W. FUDDELL, 
Plaintiff($), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 12734902 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 r 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 MA’( 1 4  2012 

SO ORDERED: 



_. ___ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118004/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

w., 3 L I r r  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

N, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



F 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 'YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAMAR CHANDLER AND DOROTHY 
CHANDLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

1.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 126681/02,103530/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et nl. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakf'abco lnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

/ I -  

Attorndy for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakf. coInc. 
MC I VNEY 112 R1 .UGER, P.C. 
80 P road Street-Suite 2300 

Chandler, Lamar 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ (5z LUXENBERG, P.c,. F I L E D - 

MAY 1 I! 2012 

COUNTY :KS OFFICE 

N e k  York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

I d 

_. . . N t W  YOHK 
2 s  

*-L-I. * - 
SO OWEKEL), 

-r , I F  

i ., " * & '  

2571 -1 294 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190338/10 

Rosalie Gennosa and Joseph Gennosa 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly sMa CARRIER 
CORPORATION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING AND 
COOLING SYSTEMS (herein after “CARRIER CORPORATION’) hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER COWORATION without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York e Charles Ferguson, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

43 15616~. 1 

n 

1 4  2012 
6 

Y.- 

W YORK 

150 East 4 
New York, New YorGmifY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
WFdd’Uhber: 10557.008!& 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - _ - * r - - - l _ - l - - - - - - - _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190340/10 

Joseph Gennosa and Rosalie Gennosa 

. -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/Wa CARRIER 
CORPORATION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING AND 
COOLING SYSTEMS (herein after “CARRIER CORPORATION’) hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 Is/ 1 z 

Charles Ferguson, ‘ g q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
-- 

43 15614~.  I 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - . . " " - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/Wa CARRIER 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING & COOLING 
SYSTEMS, (herein after "CARRIER CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, without prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross.claims against defendant 
CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

43 18059~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
X -l-ll---___r-_-__r__r_ll_l______________- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190 1 14/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Robert J. Dombrowski and Marjorie Dombrowski 
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 CARRIER CORPORATION with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants C A W E R  CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

3 e  
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

1 

5003677~. I 



Maximilian Spreng and Anneliese Spreng 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant INTERNATIONAL COMFORT PRODUCTS 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 INTERNATIONAL 
COMFORT PRODUCTS LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendants INTERNATIONAL COMFORT PRODUCTS LLC be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

n Dated: New York, New York 

J sica Russell, Esq. 
I t  ELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, N.Y., 10036 

n / OurFileNo.: 10557.01060 MAY 1 4 m i 9  

4899838v.1 



John E. Andrews, Sr. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AVCO CORPORATION, A Textron Lycoming 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 AVCO 
CORPORATION, A Textron Lycoming Division, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant AVCO CORPORATION, A Textron Lycoming Division, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I 

h Belluck, Esq. 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10036 

ILSON, ELSER, M 
EDELMAN & DICKER LL&AY 1 4 2012 

AVCO CORPORATIO&&,J~~CKS OF- 4 
Attorney for Defendant 

Lycoming Division 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York. New York 10017 

NEWYORK 

4981902~. 1 



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.) 

Index No: 190376/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x _ _ _ _ - - -  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ " I _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l r _ _ r _  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Robert Marchesona and Rita Marchesona 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ " l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CARRIER CORE'OMTION be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

File No. 10557.01090 

+ .  cocIhlry CLEWS! 
YORK 

4899 I43v. 1 
-\ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
X ________________l__"__l_ l l____r_ l_______-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190391/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X l _ l _ l l _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - l l - - l l -  

This Document Relates To: 

Joseph T. Sander and Joan Sander NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ " _ _ _ l " " _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, without 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEND, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CARFLIER CORPOFUTION, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y / b / I Z  

UXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

494982 1 v. 1 



Joseph Posster 

3 - c 3 - - 3 - - - - -  

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 

&,,I$ 
Is 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON C 

1 SO East 42nd Street. 
JlkiwW57E;"New York 100 

MAY 1 2012 I Our File No. 05335.2953 1 

4948797v.1 



-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert Roccabruna 

, -  I " 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1006 10/03 

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 

JTZ LUXENBERG 2F ttorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so 

4 

ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON C 
150 East 42"d Street E 

4948821~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM J. SWANSON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 125907/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

N, McNEILL, P.C. 
orneys for DB Riley, Inc. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

MAY 1 4 2012 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 
11 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LAWRENCE STERN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs . 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 119111/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



I I 
1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ 1 1 1 _ 3 _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Michael Carlin 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10073 1/03 

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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4948612v.1 



t 

This Document Relates To: 

, " .  

Index No: 105546/03 
100087/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X a _ - -  

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 ail co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

N 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER L 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON CO 

Frank a, Ortiz, EsC 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I 4948594~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT J. DOMBROWSKI and MARJORIE 
DOMBROWSKI 

Index No. 190114/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 
I 

+ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

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: 

ANTHONY DIRUSSO and CANDIDA DIRUSSO 
Index No. 105614/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 - 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attdrneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

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: 

ANTHONY DIRUSSO and CANDIDA DIRUSSO 
Index No. 105614/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

ligl""E D 
MAY 1 4 2092 

SO ORDERED, 
itler ?nl').cou~ [ y  CLERK'S OFFla 

NEW YORK O *  

'h:"*.' ) "  ' 

, 1 *  \, )I! $. 7 
$&Yh 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DANIEL DEVICO 
Index No. 122687102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 4% ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I c _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - 1 3 - c - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

David Davidson 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127888/02 
102362/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPAN' ..ereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and :des 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 

WEIT2 & 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 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
NewYork,NewYorlc I L E D 
Our File No. 05335.29691 

MAY 1 4 2012 
d 

4 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

4948629~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GILBERT0 ARCE and MARIA HERNANDEZ OLlVO 
Index No. 127677/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules's 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 413 ,201 2 * Attorneys Nori I Sta. for Maria Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 

Weits & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDE 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GILBERT0 ARCE and MARIA HERNANDEZ OLlVO 
Index No. 127677/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ~ i \ 3  ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

\$\I ’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTIN S. ARONSON and SARA ARONSON 
Index No. 126686102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler , y CLERK'S OFFICE 

..m 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALD H. CAUGHELL JR. as Executor for the Estate 
of GERALD H. CAUGHELL SR. and MARGARET JEAN 
CAUCHELL, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105602/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

f l  

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: 

GERALD H. CAUGHELL JR. as Executor for the Estate 
of GERALD H. CAUGHELL SR. and MARGARET JEAN 
CAUGHELL, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105602/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: T/q ,20 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN T. CASSIDY 
Index No. 126934102 
1 044 1 7/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 4 3  ,201 2 

Nor ids tz  Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN T. CASSIDY 
Index No. 126934/02 
I 044 1 7/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 

888 Veterans Me 

MAY 1 4 2012 4 

-in 0 .  Heitler 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS V. CARROLL 
Index No. 100232/03 
106364/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: +/2/7 ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman 81 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 
J 

4 

,\ ?J tl td: / 
<!\ k?&\ c, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS V. CARROLL 
Index No. 100232/03 
106364/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans M e m W l  8 i  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RENATO JOSEPH CHIRLES 
Index No. 126935102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

\, 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 70003 

L ; w-l,$5 "t,. +l 

~ Attorneys Nori for Defendant Weitz & Luxenberg kb. t 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

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: 

LAMAR CHANDLER 
Index No. 126681/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 413 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Marsh a I I, Den ne ha+er, 
ColernanJ-n 

700 Broadway - 7th flo Lockheed Martin Corp. ,+ /-+- 

New York, NY 10003 

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: 

LAMAR CHANDLER 
Index No. 126681102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: v l3  ,2012 

Noyfe‘l Sfa. ‘Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

SlLVlO CESTRA 
Index No. 126934-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

,2012 
I 

Anna M. DiLdnardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

SO ORDERED, 
-on. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- . - .. .. .. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DAVID DAVIDSON 
Index No. 127888102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Y,,. ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

'1 OUN 1-Y 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: 

DAVID DAVIDSON 
Index No. 127888102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

&7 

Attornevs for Plaintiff - ~ ~ c b ~ I  k i ( , ’  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Merr@MJ-lishway 

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: 

RENATO JOSEPH CHIRLES 
Index No. 126935102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: q (3 ,201 2 

Noriema. miria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

DANIEL DEVICO 
Index No. 122687/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 4 3  I ,201 2 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Eoggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

rans Memorial Hi h ay 
117$ 1 

MAY 1 2012 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALICE BUTERA, as Executrix for the Estate of VERNON 
De P R I EST, 

Index No. 127886/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 41 17 ,2012 

/' Lt/ro/aola 
AttorEeys for PlaintiVkrne\'NdCbLSlV&- 
Weitz & Luxenberg v 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

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: 

ALICE BUTERA, as Executrix for the Estate of VERNON 
DePRlEST, 

Index No. 127886/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 41 17 ,2012 

rlrdao~a 
Attorneys for Plainv sn&\ N@,&+E 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

Nori 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

BMCE inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCIS R. DEFlLlPPlS 
Index No. 126687/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 413 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall Dennehey, Warner, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F F I E  
NEW YORK 

----q fi- fj- 9rCv YP -a- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCIS R. DEFlLlPPlS 
Index No. 126687102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 

/ 
1. ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT J. DOMBROWSKI and MARJORIE 
DOMBROWSKI 

Index No. 1901 14/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 9 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: LCb3 ,201 2 

Qd L. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weits & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

SO ORDERED, 

Coleman & Goggin _x_,  _. .. 

W YORK - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY BARRETTA 

I. 

Index No. 118350/03 
111831/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plainliff 

I L E 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plainivy 

MALAflY & BRADLEY, LLC 
dway, Suite 600 

New York I O O f  I L E I) 
&%“5+-- ” MAY 1 4 2012 

I 

Attorneys jbr Defendunt 
(212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE ’ 

bJEW YORK - .  

SO ORDERED, --d 

- _  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

SHERRY ASSOULIN 

_ _  
Index No. 103905/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

r. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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: Ne 

,. 
I I l l  I & 

i l  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK AMBROSIO 

Index No. 104852104 
1 1 1941/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 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. 

Y & BRADLEY, LLC 
dway, Suite 600 

New York 1003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys* for Plaintiff A ftorneys. for De fendunt 

(212) 791-0285 
.- .-" - _. ""_ 

(2 12) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

* . - - 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 110257/04 
1 1 1939/03 

WILLIAM ALFREN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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 Yor , New York 
f r L y  ,2012 

I 
-7, 

MALABY & BRADLEY, 1 
> I  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC >* 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pllrintiff 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New ork, New York 10038 
Atto J eysJor Defendant T 4 2012 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 
CQkibFl [Y CLERK'S O F F a  

NEW YORK 

why 0 %  m 2  Dated: 

& D"i'. --- SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES W. DIETRICH 

Index No. 1 152 J 4/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 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. 

Frank &fir Esq. ' L  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 115209/03 

JOHN G. CUNDY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I .  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 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. 

*, . 

-&cy Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys-for Plainlif Attornew&43@kdim 
(212) 558-5500 -791-0285 

BRADLEY,LLC 

-+---k New York, New York 1003k F E D 
I 

r 4  / MY 1 4 2012 
1 

i W T Y  CLERK'S OFFEE 
NEW YORK 

F 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ALLAN C. CRISPELL 

_- 
Index No. 120722/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I% __ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



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 

1. 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 107242/05 
11 1940/03 

MILDRED BUTTERFIELD NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby rcquests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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. 

.~ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKC;, YC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys jbr Plaintgf 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1. 

IN RE NEW YOKK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 1 10258/04 
111941/03 

MARION BROADWAY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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 

A 
and without costs. 

/ I I W I  
I * "  

\ / v  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michacl J. Curtis,v&q. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 150 roa way, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

New u, New York lrQW'* 

Attomeys.jbr Plaintif F I L E D  I i  
1 

(21 2) 558-5500 
MAY 1 4 2012 

COUN ry CLERK'S OFFICE i SO ORDE NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE T. BIGGS 

Index No. 11 7704/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 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. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 

MALAFhY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Brokidway, Suite 600 

New York, New York 10003 New York, %wY+wk.10038 

A (212) Itorneys. 558-5500 for Phint iir & ; ; y u n t  F I L E D  

so O R D E ~ ~ .  $IpI? 
wy Klein € 

COW I y CLEI"1KS OFFICe 
NEW YORK Dated: 

leitler 

MAY 0 3  mv 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM N. BARTON 

Index No. 102900/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hercby 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. 
A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys*for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

WN I Y CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDER 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

HAY O S  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VERNON A. BONOMI and PATRICIA BONOMI 
Index No. 190109/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED- ,2012 

&$/ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Colleen M. Cronin 1 

Weitr & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 

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: 

EUGENE M. BREETVELD and THERESA BREETVELD 
Index No. I 1  1588/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 4- 2 7  ,2012 

~~~ 

Norid 'sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

EUGENE M. BREETVELD and THERESA BREETVELD 
Index No. 11 1588103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, Burns International Services Corporation, formerly 

known as Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Burns International Services Corporation, formerly 

known as Borg-Warner 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 Burns International Services Corporation, formerly known as Borg- 

Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MAY 1 4 2012 
Nofie' 'la' Maria COUN f Y  CLERKS OFF 
Attorneys for Defendant NEW y o R ~  
Burns International Services 
Corporation, formerly known as Borg- 
Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

GERALD BEERS and JANE BEERS, 
Index No. 190221/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 rco International, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with ?? 

2012 

Attorneys for Defend f W - E I  Andrew M. Warshau 

Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, W a q j J  1 4 201 
Coleman & Goggin 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CONSTANCE J. BLANEY as Executrix for the Estate of 
CAHILL BLANEY and CONSTANCE J. BIANEY 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 126681102 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: .//a 7 ,2012 
A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 

r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CONSTANCE J. BLANEY as Executrix for the Estate of 
CAHILL BLANEY and CONSTANCE J. BLANEY 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 126681/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

A 

DATED: .//,-? ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

88 Veterans Msmo ial 
&mgs;p 

E Hon. S rry Klein HE 
'9 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GLADYS BOCHNIASZ Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of RONALD J. BOCHNIASZ 

Index No. 100918/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

meitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

MARTIN S. ARONSON and SARA ARONSON 
Index No. 126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (4 l3  ,2012 

No r i d s  t a %fa ria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

888 Veterans Memorial 

au m8' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN T. BYRNES, as Executor for the Estate of Jot 
P. BYRNES 

Index No. 113278/02 
N 119504/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz &Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

V Anda M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 120580/03 

MICHAEL F. MURPHY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 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 Yo k, New York f / l y  ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERC, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Atlorneys,for l’laintjff Attorney.s*for Defendmt 

New York, New York I0038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 1 
COUN ry CLERKS OFFICE 

NEWYORK 2 
12 

Dated: 

MAY 0 3 m  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

;id: ,-- 

SO ORDERED, 3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

,* 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION T.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

NICHOLAS V. MESITI 

*- 

Index No. 120719/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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. 

- In  
I 

,2012 

, . , * _  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys-fijr Defendunt 

MALABY & RADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 

v 
F I L E D  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 111778104; 104610104 
11 1940103 

ROBERT C. MCDONALD NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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 Yor , New York 
,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys jbr Pluintifl 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC M A L A B ~ R A D L E Y ,  LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Atlorneys for Definduni 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 

I 
SO ORDERED, 

F 

COUN 

MAY 1 4 2012 

TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
lomv YOfiK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

dm 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

HARRY Y. ROBEK 

_- 

Index No. 101653/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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 k, New York ( I f  ,2012 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, PC >, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Altorneys%fiir Plaintiif Allorneys for Dejkndunt F 1 L E D 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 
u -  12) 79 1-0285 

. . * \ I  4 Ir 2012 

'i 4 

' \  
MA1 ' ' -- a '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No, 113231104; 113229104 
1 1 1 795/04; 11 1940103 

WILLIAM J. REGAN NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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. 

,2012 

\ ,"&< ' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys-for Plaintiff Atlorneys jiir Defindunt F I L E D  New York, New York 10038 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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 

_- 

This Document Relates to: Index No, 103081/04 

MARTIN RAPPAPORT NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 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 Yor New York 
'2012 

'*ylr 

>" ". :, Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plainliff 
(212) 558-5500 

1 1  

MALABY &WADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys. (212) 791-0285 for Defenu'unt : F I L E D  
I 

MAY \ 4 20'2 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. SheFKle in  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

___ 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN F. PELLEGRINO 

1- 

Index No. 10379304 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys, for Pluinttff' 

' * 

(212) 558-5500 

MALABY & ~ D L E Y ,  LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys-fbr Defendant 
(212)791-0285 F / C E j? 



-1 . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1. 

IN RE NEW YOKK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 113234104; 113231/04 
11 179904; 11 1940/03 

PASCALE, LUCA A. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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 Yor ew York 
,_  {& ,2012 

1 
x i  

,$* ~ 9 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys Jbr Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

,- 

MALABY &BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attomey,s.for Defindmt k 

i '1 L E D 1 1 (212) 791-0285 
; :  MAY 1 4 2012 

F ' COUNTY CI.F!WS OFFICE 1 i 
Dated: N E W  Yb2K 1 -  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION T.A.S. Part 30 

_ _  
This Document Relates to: Index No. 111912/03 

GEORGE R. SCHUMACHER NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summ 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 

dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prl 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with preji 

and without costs. 
/I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attomeysfiw Pluintgf Attorneys for Dcfindunt 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

MAY 1 A 

NEW YO 

I 

- -=Rk SO ORDERED, Dated: COLI N ~ ry ,-I 

Ifon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

A 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT C. SCHASSLER 

R 

Index No. 1 18346103 
11 1831103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals 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 Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. n 
Dated: New Yo , New York 

,2012 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, PC . 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys. for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Dcfendmt 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

F I L E D  7 n  

! 
MAY 1 4 2012 



ORIGINAL 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STAI'E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

(Heitler, 

NYCAL 
Index No.: 1 90 120- 12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFWER BENJAMIN K. SCHAEFFER 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that 

Benjamin K. Schaeffer was exposed l o  an asbestos-containing prcjduct manufactarcd 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 
35 ,2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP Belluck & Fox L.L.P. 

By: 
Bryan Belasky, Esq. 
546 Fifth Avenue 

New York, New York 101 73 

Attorneys for Honepell International Inc. 
f/Wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Corporation 4 

COUN I y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEWYORK .! 
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, *  

HOAGLAND. LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8, 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 4m 
NEW BRwN$MCK, NJ 

DOU(As, LLP 

SoUTHJmRstiY 
M1 WILTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUTE 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: 

DEBORAH DEPIETRO, as Executrix for the Estate 
of STEVEN M. DEPIETRO, and DEBORAH 
DEPIETRO, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-101984 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereb) I equests 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. 

MTED:$o/lLNe~ Brunswick, NJ 

0 ORDERED: 

L .. - 
YENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ. f l c  LL?#+c~-~ (  
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
dtorneys for Defendant, 
Lo h le r Co . 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 lndividuallv 4 

lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Deborah Depietro, as Executrix for the Estate 
of Steven M. Depietro, and Deborah Depietro, 



. *  
# *  

HOAGLAND. LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PAfERsoN ST 
PO BOX 4BO 
NM, BRUNSWICK, WJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7UI WILTSEY'S MILL FID 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 124339-02 

DEBORAH DEPIETRO, as Executrix for the Estate 
of STEVEN M. DEPIETRO, and DEBORAH SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
DEPIETRO, 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 

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. 

& 
&&w[ M t t .  

{OAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
dtorneys for Defendant, 
:ohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Deborah Depietro, as Executrix for the Estate 
of Steven M. Depietro, and Deborah Depietro, 
Individually 
700 Elroadwav 

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: 
X ................................................................. 

MARY KNEISEL and WILLIAM KNEISEL, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff($), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No(s).: 190080-12 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND O m E R  

Defendants. 

Holdings, Inc. identified incorrectly as a subsidiary of Crane Co.) hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant PACIFIC VALVES. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERF,D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

PACIFIC VALVES be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: vF23- 1 2 ,  
New York, New York 

Kneis, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
558-5500 Holdings, Inc. identified incorrectly as a 

599LcxingtonAvg ' )  subsidiary of Cran 1, E New York, NY 10 2-6 30 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 1 

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: : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 190327-1 1 
WAFIK TAWFIK and MONA TAWFIK, 

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 prqjudice, 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: v-23-1 YT 
New York, New ork 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
for Defendant 

NE CO. 
599 Lexington Ave 
New York,NY 1OOfL&IL E D , ; '""zk 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

536-3900 

MAY t 4 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORY 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ELLEN CRESPO, as Adminstratrix for the Estate 
of ELMER ALBERICO, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part30 

P 1 aint i ff( s) , 

-against- 

A.C. AND S . ,  INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No: 114013-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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. 

qk++ 
Nicole M, Kozin, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP ! 
Attorneys for Defe 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. ! 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6d% 

P I L E D  + 

y 1 4 2012 

NEW YO* > -  

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

COUNTY cL€Rgs OFF'= 
/d 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

why $3  7n17 



I .  c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RONALD CAYEN as Proposed Representative for : 
the Estate of HORACE L. CAYEN and MILDRED : NYCAL 
CAYEN, Individually, : J.A.S. Part 30 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

Index No( s ) .  : 123 16 1-02 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
X ----______--_-___I______________1____1_1"---------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests surnrnary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' coinplaint 

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 +e same are hereby, dismissed witli prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Y!a?ll-L 
Neb  kork, t&w York L 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, F C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 0 3  2017 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 113231104; 113230/04 
1 11 79904; 11 1940/03 

JOSEPH NYER NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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 Yor .I New York s/w ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
AttorneyLsfr,r Plaintif Attorneys. fhr Dcfendmt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 100  WED^ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 
MAY 1 4 2012 

COUN ry CLERKS OFFICE 
Dated: NEW YORK 

fl?y 0 3  2012 
SO ORDERED, 

B& & D m  - 
SUH 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

+- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_- 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 113233104; 11 1794104 
11 1940103 

DONALD E. NAYLOR NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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. 

,2012 

I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10003 
Allorneys-for Pluintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
tion. SheG K l 8 n  Hcitler 

New York. New York 10038 1 b  
Allorneys for  Dejendunt F I L E D  1 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTIN ROTHSTEIN and HELEN ROTHSTEIN 
Index No. 126935/02 

1041 55/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

% ‘!,$ !vs for Plaintiff “s% 

Weitz 8; Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 

J 

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: 

EUGENE M. BREETVELD and THERESA BREETVELD 
Index No. 11 1588/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: -A $ 0  ,2012 

Weitz Luxenberg \--A 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York. NY 10003 

- I  . . .  

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
884Uetefans Memorial Highway 

. l"1l - l  1 * I , I W l a i n  Mniilnr 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS BRUGER 
Index No. 116822/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

,2012 
-1 

DATED: 

Attorney or Plaintiff 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

JEAN McGINNIS, as Executrix for the Estate of JOHN H. 
McGINNIS, and JEAN McGINNIS, Individually 

Index No. 103333103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (3 

,"" ~ "' k 4 *--q"&* #- 

E---kk&pl hf*. L- @ +  * 

P% 
*""? , ~~ ~ ,6 + 3 

411 ' I  

,'/- % A  tY7 " , I  

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SOORDERED, 4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEAN McGINNIS, as Executrix for the Estate of JOHN H. 
McGINNIS, and JEAN McGINNIS, Individually 

Index No. 103333/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

F I L E D  and without costs. 

DATED: 47 ,2012 MAY 1 4 2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

ALOlSlUS J. OCZEK and CHARLOTTE OCZEK 
Index No. 101 162/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 3 / / 7  ve>. 
Att neys for Plaintiff 

201 2 
! A  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 

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: 

ALOlSlUS J. OCZEK and CHARLOTTE OCZEK 
Index No. 101 162/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 

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: 

MARION MOULTRIE 
Index No. 113756/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

3 :  

DATED: I !A3 ,2012 

Luxenberg V V  Attorneys for Defendant 
700 adway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp. 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Coleman & Goaqin 

weitif 

SO ORDERED, t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARION MOULTRIE 
Index No. 113756/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: $1-33 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

New York, NY 10003 

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 MORGANO and ROSALIE MORGANO 
Index No. 104386103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: q\3 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

MAY 1 4 2ul2 4 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 MORGANO and ROSALIE MORGANO 
Index No. 104386/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: q!  3 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

% Attorneys for Plain tiff *4 'at 
%ha :"ti Weitz & Luxenberg 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

COUNTY CI-ER~C'S OFFICE 
MbY r\md* >-;.&+d 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES B. MIMS AND BARBARA L. MIMS 
Index No. 125551/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 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 Borg-Warner 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 CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERTA MCLEOD, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN MCLEOD, and ROBERTA MCLEOD, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 126039/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: LC ( 3  ,201 2 
R 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 

ROBERTA MCLEOD, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN MCLEOD, and ROBERTA MCLEOD, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 126039/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

,2012 n DATED: q l 3  
?" 
I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
\ <  

b Attorneys far Defendant Weitz & Luxenberg % &  " 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

BMCE Inc. 

SO ORDERED, 

Coleman & Goggin- - 8  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES E. REMINGTON 
Index No. 128019/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 3 - J b  ,201 2 

7 Attorneys . for Maria Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Goggin -c 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PEARL RABINOWITZ, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of WALTER RABINOWITZ and PEARL 
RABINOWITZ, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 104381/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway \ 

1 1 8 L  E D 1 
SO ORDERED, MAY 1 4 2012 

-4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY 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 NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 104381/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: q / 3  ,201 2 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH L. PETELEY and MARY E. PETELEY, 
Individually and SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix 
for the Estate of MARY E. PETELEY, 

Index No. 117266/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. .  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES E. REMINGTON 
Index No. 128019/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman 8 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
HauppaugeJNY 1 1788 

~-"F I L E D . " I  

_ _ + - -  . 

Hon. S 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES E. MAYBEE and MARJORIE MAYBEE 
Index No. 12693902 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

21 -'I , >  
I* &+ - - q % . y * r u o .  y , e *  * <  -.p7 Y 

L*&;\* B '  4' y1 N". 

\ ,  , 

LFW,$, P' *. , e 

\\ Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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: 

WILLIAM J. LINDSAY and PATRICIA LINDSAY 
Index No. 19007411 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 
F I L E D  l i  .I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

x 

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: 

WILLIAM J. LINDSAY and PATRICIA LINDSAY 
Index No. 190074/1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGM 
MOTION AND ORD 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests sur 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cl; 

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismisr 

I /  
Atib rn e y s % r P I a i n t iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

-LI 
-*--"-*^I.. _I  __"I._ 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEVEN J. LANCELOT and KATHLEEN LANCELOT 
Index No. 190193/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. -... .. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon n o t i c p  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
f ,'k" 

against defendant Borg-Warney Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 
I 

DATED: ,201 2 MAY 1 4 2012 ' I  o/s 
AttorneysTor Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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: 

GERMAN0 A. KUHN 
Index No. 108950/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

L 

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 

Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

why c\ R 7n17 

S+,r \ ” b{LVC! 5 md: - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEANNE LOWE, as Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT 
A. LOWE and JEANNE LOWE, Individually 

Index No. 110194/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I7 ,2012 
/ ‘ I  

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

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: 

JEANNE LOWE, as Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT 
A. LOWE and JEANNE LOWE, Individually 

Index No. 110194/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 41 !? ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES E. MAYBEE and MARJORIE MAYBEE 
Index No. 126935/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

R 
DATED: 413 ,201 2 

-. 

+...a "' j, 

I ,  d.,ui:~ 
-4k^ . , 

Attorneys for Plaint iff -a %), 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York. NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Colemarh@ 

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: 

STEPHEN A. MARTIN and BRlGlD MARTIN 
Index No. 190160/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to 

Borg-Warner Corporation (hereinafter referred to as “BorgWarner”), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BorgWarner Morse 

TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to Borg-Warner Corporation (hereinafter referred to as 

“BorgWarner“), with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to Borg-Warner 

Corporation (hereinafter referred to as “BorgWarner”), be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  J 
DATED: mV,=&- 17 ,2012 MAY 1 4 2012 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. as 
successor-by-merger to Borg-Warner 
Corporation (hereinafter referred to as 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

rans Memorial Highway 
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: 

STEPHEN A. MARTIN and BRlGlD MARTIN 
Index No. 190160/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

fi.Lf-J-7 
Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH A. MANCUSO and PATRICIA MANCUSO 
Index No. 107457/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

h--3/lq / Ao I& 
Attorneys for Plaiuff ' h ~ t ~ ?  I fieitoul; k, Z>Z Noriel% 
Weitz & Luxenberg Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor Lockheed Martin Corp. 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 

Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 

IV 
~~ 

Veterans Memorial Highway 

L 
Hon. Sherrv nit 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH A. MANCUSO and PATRICIA MANCUSO 
Index No. 107457/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 
I 

! MAY 1 4 %0!2 

1 031Iqh dx. 
Attorneys for Plauiff SWL& I bci (w( -k,&z. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

t 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT C. McDONALD and ELISABETH McDONALD 
Index No. 11 1778/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Weitz $;/Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT C. McDONALD and ELISABETH McDONALD 
Index No. 11 1778/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 5 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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 Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

A 
DATED: I/’[ ,2012 

A t t o r n 4  for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8: Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Eoggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

‘7 I L E D  7 :  
I *  SO ORDERED, 5 

MAY 1 4 2052 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT C. McDONALD and ELISABETH McDONALD 
Index No. 1 I I778104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: y1v ,2012 

Weitz d Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

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: 

DOROTHY M. KlLLlAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT H. KlLLlAN and DOROTHY M. KlLLlAN, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105606/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

itz & Luxenberg 

New York, NY 10003 
T 00 Broadway - 7th floor 

SO ORDERED, 1 Hon. S erry Klein 

I - u  
MAY 1 9 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT H. KlLLlAN and DOROTHY M. KlLLlAN, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105606/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 
/ /  /7 

- -  
Colleen M. Cronin 1 ‘ I 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

‘Weitz & Cuxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

GERMAN0 A. KUHN 
Index No. 108950/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: \q ,201 2 

03/13 /2@\ z 
Jx\/ rpdi-t3; 1 

Attorneys for Defend a n t 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 

MAY 1 4 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK L. KOCKLER, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of GENEVIEVE KOCKLER and FRANK L. 
KOCKLER, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105592/05 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 411 0 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS KINSELLA and ETHEL KINSELLA 
Index No. 108806/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

moria1 Highway 'I 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF= 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ .  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS KINSELLA and ETHEL KINSELLA 
Index No. 108806/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attornevs for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8; Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

"yiYn u.€.wI 



. .. . -- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANDREW KING 
Index No. 126937102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: d 3  ,2012 

p*a 

,fFy ' - 0  -<-fL..-. * " IL  4 4  *? 
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Atto rne ys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
Weits & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

NEW YORK 

. MAY CI!? ?fir 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANDREW KING 
Index No. 126937/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: W? ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

! 

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: 

GERALD KELTY 
Index No. 126934/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed wil 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: CQ (7 ,2012 

P* 
$ 4*’”z 

L.>-+&“ /L 
** P ’ h +  ... 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

888 Veterans M 



& 

4 ORIGINAL 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM WEIL 

NYCAL 
J. Sheny Klein Heitler 

Index No.: 11-190434 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that plaintiff 

William Weil was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell International 

Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix Corporation 

("Honeywell"). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, 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 
+ F A  1q ,2012 

McDermott Will & Ernerv LLP 

New York, New York 10 173 

Early & Strauss, L.L.C. 

By: 
Mark Bibro, Esq. 
360 Lexington Avenue - 20th Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
.f/wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to Attorneys for Plaintgs 
-The Bendix Corporation 

SO ORDERED 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler' " ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
BENJAMIN K. SCHAEFFER, 

X - 1 1 1 1 1 1 - 3 - " - - - - - 1 - 1 - I - I I - - - - c - c c - - - - " - - - - - - - - -  

X - - _ I - _ _ _ _ " c _ _ - c - - - - - _ - I - - I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Plaintiff@), 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successar by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: f 90120/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION Wa ITT INDUSTRIES, INC,, 
erroneously sued herein as "I,T,T, INDUSTRIES, lNC., Individually and as successor to 
Bell & Gossett," and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its 

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("'Defendant"), 
hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 
Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I' 

I 

Signed by 
Signed by Plaintiff 

a' ryan Be asky, Esq, 
BELLUCK & FOX L.L.P. v 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 I 

(212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7fh Floor 
New York, NY 10105 F I L E D  (212) 548-2100 

MAY 1 4 2012 

! 

COUNT'Y CLERK'S OFF- 
NEWYORK 

0 3  



Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190082/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et al. 

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ - - - _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _  

WHEFWFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/Wa ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., 
erroneously sued herein as “I.T.T. INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually and as successor to 

Bell & Gossett,” and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its 

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ((‘Defendant”), 

hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEIRED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Signed by Defendant: March 7,2012 

Signed by Plaintiff: &, *\ 920 \l 
/ 

New York, New York 10036 

Honorable Sherrf Klein Heitler 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

7’ New Floor York, NY 10105 F I L E D  
(212) 548-2100 MY 1 4  2012 ” 1  



AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPOMTION, AS 

ET AL. 
SUCCESSOR-BY-MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, 

Defendants. 
X 1 _ _ - 1 _ - _ _ - - - - - 3 _ _ c _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190333/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAlRY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPOK4TIOI W a  ITT INDUSTRIES, WC., 
erroneously sued herein as "I'IT COPORATION, formerly known as ITT Industries Inc. 
Individually and as successor to BELL & GOSSEIIT COMPANY and as successor to 

KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING CO., INC.," and its past and present parents, 

affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, 

heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 
complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims .A 

against Defendant, be and the same are.hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Signed by Defendant: February 28,2012 ' 

Signed by Plaintiff: h; \ 37 ,20& 
\ 

L E D 
KARST & VON OISTE LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
19500 State Hwy 249 
Suite 420 / - - .  - 7'Floor 
Howston, TX 77070 
(281) 970-9988 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, NY 10105 
(2 12) 548-2 100 MAY 1 4 2012 

I 4 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
ul 

. ... " 

. .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~~ ~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES E. REMINGTON 
Index No. 128019/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES E. REMINGTON 
Index No. 128019/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: L { -ay  ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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: 

CHAMP ROBERTS and DORIS ROBERTS 
Index No. 100731/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 
/ 

--I 

- 
Atforneys for Plaintiff Norib1 Sk'Maria 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

i 
MAY 1 4 2012 P 

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: 

CHARLES ARTHUR ROSS 
Index No. 126935/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

,. t ' "*. ~ 

YL, r*%d t I .  

x.. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

\ I  
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: 

RONALD ROGERS and KYLE ROGERS, 
Index No. 190047/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

,2012 

7 ‘1 

~~~~~?~~ E A - L  
Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

RONALD ROGERS and KYLE ROGERS, 
Index No, 190047/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: &i( ZI ,2012 

,- 
Weitz & Luxenberg - 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 

-- 
> I , ' . t ' ? /  

y c ' L  , \ c  - &  . s\d;: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHAMP ROBERTS and DORIS ROBERTS 
Index No. 10073 /03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (b ,201 2 

d 
/ 

Attb rne ys for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans M 

3 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

c' 
1 '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES ARTHUR ROSS 
Index No. 126935102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 4 7  ,2012 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

s Memorial Highway 

* L E D - ]  
SO ORDERED, 

3.- 

$&v - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN T. BYRNES, as Executor for the Estate of JOHN 
P. BYRNES 

Index No. 113278/02 
I 19504/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: q/?-? ,2012 

/Weitz Muxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. Dilonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 

4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROGER C. RUMSEY 
Index No. 128019/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: /?L@4A 23) ,201 2 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTIN ROTHSTEIN and HELEN ROTHSTEIN 
Index No. 126935/02 

1041 55/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ql3 ,201 2 

1 '+, 

I J*) 

12 .&"--- 
U $  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Me 
Hauppauge, NY 

MAY 1 4 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

I-ERK'S OFFICE 
-23 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES FUNICELLO 
Index No. 126681/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

n 
DATED: ,201 2 

Weitz & Luxenberg Y I  Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Memorial Mghwav 
I 

SO ORDERED, + on. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I FL E D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES FUNICELLO 
Index No. 126681/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 3 130 

Weitr & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Ahorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT FLAHERTY 
Index No. 126886102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

ROBERT FLAHERTY 
Index No. 126886102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

% -.., 

,* * Attorneys for Plaintiff t., .&*V" 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

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: 

THOMAS S. FESHOH 
Index No. 110744/06 
126687102 
104638103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 1-3 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Gog ' 

888 Veterans M p r i i l  t & h p  Q j 
/ Hauppauge, NY 17 8 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

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: 

THOMAS S. FESHOH 
Index No. 110744/06 
126687102 
104638/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 700 Broadway - 7th floor 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

r i  I Y’ CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

w 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS 
Index No. 12801 9/02 

105959/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 

az%Lzce&- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 1 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



. ... .. ... . . . . . 

I 1  

lWc:CC(jpk) 
3/91 I2 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALFRED PAPANTONIO 

INDEX NO. 
125871/99 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests swnmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc,, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Our File No 
S-7272-00 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

4 Irving Place 
_-.,_.-. New York, NY 

I 

SO ORDERED: 

& ptd: SKH - RCVd 



3/9/12 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

I hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

IRVING SPITZ 

INDEX NO, 
106266/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

on Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
S-5 138-02 



U *  

$ 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
3/12/12 

Our File No 
S-7989-02 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GLENN R. CARLISLE 

INDEX NO. 
107403/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

23, b-0Ia-y 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

RICHARD W. BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

wYork,NY pj3r ~ 

I 

MAY 1 4  2012 5 SO ORDERED: 

J 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
3/16/12 

Our File No 
S-9086-02 

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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Shezy Klein Heitler 

. -.'ma Sk 1. 



'SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES FUNICELLO 
Index No. 126681/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 3130 ,201 2 

mm 
Attorneys for Plaintiff -fl h 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
1888 Veterans Memorialagkway 

SO ORDERED, r; 
Hon. 6herry'#l 



ldc:CC(jpk) 
3/16/12 

Our File No 
S-4505-03 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS, 

INDEX NO. 
128019/02 and 105959/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
WON. 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 



, &c:CC(ipk) 
3/9/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD M. MC INERNEY JR., 

INDEX NO. 
106706/02 AND 1 14873/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
WON. 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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 

SO ORDERED 

Our File No 
S-614 1-02 

10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

C;GICINTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK - 



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. 

on Company of New 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc, 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-556 1-03 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

I 

MAY hv$@ff -.- 



. '  h . ,  

TMc:CC(jpk) 
3/23/12 

Our File No 
544622-03 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAHILL J. BLANEY 

INDEX NO. 
126681/02 
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 n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

RICH*. BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

SO ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD VOSSELER and LORETTA VOSSELER 
Index No. 128024/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

I: 5-4 ,2012 
DATED: /)W 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Nodel Sfa. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans M 

SO ORDERED, 



c 

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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CONRAD F. WAHL 

Index Nos 112127102 
107169102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc. (incorrectly named as “Morse-Diesel 

International, 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 

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. 

Ne York, New York 
2012 

Dated: 

2 % d L z  J ? -  
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. 
W I T 2  & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plairrtif(s) 
Conrad F. Wahl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defiendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

F I L E D  (212) 791-0285 
--.--------- (212) 558-5500 

MAY 1 4 2012 SO ORDE 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF!= 
f - NEwYoRK d 



. . .. 

: SYSTEMSLLC 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

: Hon. Shew IS, Heitler 
Defendants. : IASPart30 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between the undersigned 

counsel of record for plaintiffs and defendant Alliance Laundry Systems LLC, 

Individually and as successor to American Machinery Inc.'s Pressing and Finishing 

Division (Including Aj ax Pressing & Finishing Division) and Huebsch ("Alliance") that, 

whereas no party hereto is an infant or incompetent person for whom a committee has 

been appointed and no person not a party has an interest in the subject matter of the 

action, the above-captioned action be, and the same hereby is, discontinued without 

prejudice as against Alliance without costs to either party as against the other. This 

stipulation may be filed without further notice with the clerk of the Court. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBURG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

FLEMMING ZULACR WILLIAMSON ZAUDERER LLP 
Attorneys for Alliance Laundry Systems LLC, Individually 
and as successor to American Machinery Inc.'s Pressing and 

! 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I. 

INRE NEW YOFX CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

.. 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES FUNICELLO 

Index No. 128029/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 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 

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: 

Michael Fanelli,' Esq. 2 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC - - 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Charles Funicello, et al. 

3 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 MAY \ '4 IOi2 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 

4 

I r m n  ~. -- 

lein Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITlGATION 

NYCAL 

.. 

STEVEN 1. LANCELOT and KATHLEEN 
LANCELOT, 

Index No. 190 I93/12 

NO OPPOSITJON 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-V.- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL., 
including, VIKING PUMP, INC. 

Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking 

aw and Rules Section 

and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-def’endants, all claims and cross claims against ” ‘ki,) 
defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

h Mich 1 Roberts, Esq. 
700 Broadway, 6’h Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys. fbr Plainti~fi 
Steven .J. Lancelot, et al. 

150 Broadway, Suitc 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 

Mby 0 9 ‘M9 
&. / SO ORDERED, 

+ 3; 
A Y L . ”  

.$” \  - h ‘1, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, S.) 

FRANCESCO SCARFO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

BENJAMIN MOORE & COMPANY (Individual and as Successor 
to JANOVIWPLAZA INC.), et al., 
including DONALD DURHAM COMPANY, 

- 

Defendants. 

lndcx No. 190435/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DONALD DURHAM COMPANY hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DONALD DURHAM COMPANY with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

DONALD DURHAM COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Mark G. Strauss, Esq. David P. Schaffer, Esq. 
EARLY & STRAUSS, LL MALABY & BRAD 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defen 
Francesco Scad0 Donald Durham Con 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th FL I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, NY 100 I7 

i 
KL.€D / 
pp#Y 1 4 2012 w York 1003 

85 C%kMTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
v (2 12) 986-2233 

NEW YO 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shirlcy Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
AS BEST0 S L ITIG AT1 ON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (E-Ieitler, S.) 

._ 

STEVEN J .  LANCELOT and KATHLEEN LANCELOT, 

Plaintiffs. 

-V.- 

Index No. 190193/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODlJCTS CO., ET AL., including, 
SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC. 

Defendant(s j. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Superior Boiler Works, Inc. (hereinafter “Superior Boiler”) hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Superior Boiler with prejudice, and there being no 
& 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Superior Boiler be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dat#&FAYork 2012 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
Attorneys for Plaini(tfs 

oadway, Suite 600 
New York 10038 

A ttorneys $1. De fendan t 
Sceven J. Lanceloi, ei al. 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

c;&,d - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

NYCAL 

STEVEN J .  LANCELOT and KATHLEEN LANCELOT, Index No. 1 90 1 9311 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

PI ai nt i ffs, 

-V.- MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AI.,., including, 
CROWN BOILER CO. 

Defendail t( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant CROWN BOILER CO., F/K/A CROWN INDIJSTRIES, TNC. 

(“Crown Boiler”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

-r Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Crown Boiler with e 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Crown Boiler be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Allorneys jbr  Pluinlq]s 
Sfeven J. Lancelot, et al. 
(212) 558-5500 

_. 



WHEREAS, Defendant CONSOLIDATED EDISON COMPANY (('Con Ed"), requests 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing Plaintiff's complaint against Con Ed, 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 Con Ed, 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

N COMPANY 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED, 

0020304 1. WPD 



I 

.r 

TMc:CCCjpk) 
411 211 2 

Our File No 
S-7497-01 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK S. BARBERA 

INDEX NO. 
1 2 1 73 4/0 1 
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 
“\\a3 \ \ 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

j 
SO ORDERED: MAY 1 4 2012 



TMc:CCcjpk) 
411 211 2 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

________________________________________...-........-.....-............... 

Our File No 
S-4720-03 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VERNON DEPRIEST 

INDEX NO. 
127886/02 and 102479/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 \ b 3  \ \ \  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

4 

) L,.l <’‘ 

.” +” * ”  

@ ,,P 
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i 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
3/29/12 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MILTON FORDHAM 
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, ew York 

Rutg Marcus, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, 
P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
110 William Street 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3901 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. 

Our File No 
S-4332-03 

/ 



t 

T%lc:CCcjpk) 
3/29/12 

Our File No 
SO4009-03 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MILTON FORDHAM 

INDEX NO. 
127 1 50/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Orange and Rockland Utilities, 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 Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, 
P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 10 William Street 26fh Floor 

Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc. 

New York, NY 10038-3901 b&-WPfO003-3598 

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: 

NEIL WALKER and IRENE WALKER 
Index No. 110009/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 ~ 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans 

itz & Luxenberg 

New York, NY 10003 
P 00 Broadway - 7th 

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: 

NEIL WALKER and IRENE WALKER 
Index No. 110009/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

... 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Me 

4 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: 

HERBERT SUSSMAN and LENORE SUSSMAN, 
Index No. 190105/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 1 , 2 0 1 2  

Attorneys for Defendant 

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DATED: 4 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

\16 ,201 2 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HERBERT SUSSMAN and LENORE SUSSMAN, 
Index No. 190105/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, 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 Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, i 
Coleman & Goggin . a h  

i Waitz ‘ M e n  berg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



1 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
3/9/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AARON O'BRIEN 

INDEX NO. 
106581/02 and 113939/02 
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. 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6772-02 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

R I C H A ~  BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney or efendant 
Consolida d Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 



ROSARIO GIARDINA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: IASPart39 

WHEREFORE, defendant Crown Cork & Seal USA, Inc. ("Crown") hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Crown be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

IAMS & ASSOCIATES, P.C. FLEMING ZULACK WILLIAMSON ZAUDERER LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Crown Cork & Seal USA, Inc. 

E D  
CR 1 4 2QV 

One Liberty Plaza 
New York, New York 10006- 4 

(212) 668-1 122 (212) 412-9500 

834513/21 IO8 



834514/21108 



TMc:CCcjpk) 
3/9/12 

Our File No 
S-6 167-02 

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, F I L E D  j 

Dated: New York, Ngw York . r . w  4 4 7012 

Matthew WEITZ & MacIntyre, LUXENBERG, Esq. fl P.C. / TL-- R I C H A ~ ~ ~ I N E C Z ,  --7 ---l- ESQ. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Consolidate dison Company of New 

Attorneyfo D fendant 

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. ' 3  
4 Irving Place 

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: 

ADELE ANZALONE, Individually and MICHAEL PHILIP 
ANZALONE, as Executor for the Estate of PHILIP R. 
ANZALONE NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 127106/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENl 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment i 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissin! 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE 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 BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: y 120 ,2012 

Atto r#y s for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being 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, F I L E D  
\ 

c BY: 

NIXON PEABODY L 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

1 Mb'l F\I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

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 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 

d 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts, F I L E D  

- *  py' 
By: \ I 

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. l' 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 

&ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

uffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

vp 0 0  %!If Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

,. 

. dv - 

SO ORDERED, t 
x v  . . I '  

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 

Dated: 
1 

SO ORDERED, / 

without costs. 

By: 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, gfh F1. 
New York, NY 10003 

ffalo, NY 14202 
6 )  853-8100 

/ 
ler 

/ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

tN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE ZACHMANN 
Index No. 190140/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the  above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismisseQitt- 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims, 

1 

DATED: " f h  ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Belluck& Fox LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, De nnehey , Wame r, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

uppauge, NY 1 1788 

- 
Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD VOSSELER and LORETTA VOSSELER 
Index No. I28024102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

-TAT;- ./ / 

AttGneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
9 IQfi 
@: 

sfiH 
PG"' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
- - X  l l l _ - _ _ - _ l _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - _ - - _ - - - _ _ - - - -  

X Index No. 110478/02 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - -  
LINDA E. DAY, as Executrix f o r  the Estate 

Individually, 
of RICHARD J. DAY SR. and LINDA L. DAY, 

Plaintiff, 

-against - 
XAS Justice: 
Hon. Sherry Klein 
Heit ler  

A.C. L S., INC., et al., NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint: against 

defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that: upon notice to a l l  co-deiendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC,, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated : Mineola, New York 
J ( \%>\ \L  

Thomas J. Maimone, E s q .  
MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC 

sttorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Braadway Mack Trucks, Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 170 O l d  Country Road, Suite 609 

Mineola, New York 11501 

3 0  ORDERED, 
Hon . 



C 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EUGENE M. BREETVELD and THERESA BREETVELD, Tndex No. 111588-03 
X NYCAL ________________-_I-l l_rl______r________--- 

Plaintiffs, IAS Justice: 
Non. Sherry Klein Heitler 

-against - 
NO OPPOSITION 

A . O .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summ 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

snd Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 

Dpposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  

Dated : Mineola, New York 

Rttorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Braadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys fox Defendant 
Mack Trucks,  Inc. 
170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 
Mineola, New York 11501 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ADELE ANZALONE, Individually and MICHAEL PHILIP 
ANZALONE, as Executor for the Estate of PHILIP R. 
ANZALONE NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 127106/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin 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 Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

4 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



1. 

'-- 

a -9 

JUDITH AMBROSIO, as Executrix for the Estate 
of FRANK AMBROSIO and JUDITH 
AMBROSIO, Individually, FOFtD MOTOR COMPANY 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : 
Index No.: 104852l04 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUICTS CO,, et a!., 

Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTE 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP Q ?? 7 
New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for n a&,, E 
for the Estate of Frank Ambrosio and Judith 
Ambrosio, Individually 

Counsel for: Judith Ambrosio, as Executrix Ford Motor C?@p!y 4 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 

F: 212-593-6970 @u"' 
T: 2 12-593-6700 

SO ORDERED: 

{01117866,DOC } 




