
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____"--__1________"r____l___l_r_____r__"---------------------- X 
rN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

_____l_l_____lr____l_---_1----11----1---_------------------"-------- X 
MARILYN G. TUOHY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES TUOHY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., @ d. : Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

---- l"" --_* I --___-d_r__d "-" ___*" .,_-_* I I__4 I _________-- -__- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+I/z,m( 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 
(2 12) 302-2400 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

' d ' 3  11 *-- s -* 
..___ 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l_ r -_ - - - -_ l____-____________ l_______ l__ -  

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: 

James Tuohy NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as 'successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EIUCSSON INC., Individually, and as succes 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed without p 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

10003 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

Our File No. 07536.1 7490 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K, Heitler 

4351352.1 



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

-against- 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goadyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inca be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York q+c/ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: - 
-21 

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

MAY 3 1 ZO" 
Dated: New York, New York NEW WMK couNn CLERKS CmGE 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 1 6  20H' 



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

MARTIN A. MICHALSKI, 

Plaint iff, 

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

Index No.: 10002 1/2007 
11 1035/1998 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KIEELER-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-clai 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dis 

/ /  and without costs. 
Y/l O/i 1 

Dated: Harrison. NY 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55&-5500 

M - 2  GOO MAN,LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-D ORR- OLI VE R BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 1 16634/99 
102423/02, GG?) 

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 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant q.*w3y\;v 

Oakfabco, Inc. Attorney for Plaintiffs \ L r  1 

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

Estate of Morris Cleinons 
 WE^ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0657A 

(NO043781 - I  } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERSTO: 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ' (Ileitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 16634/99 
1 0 2 4 2 3 1 0 2 6 - 2 ~  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

i 

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dism' 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo% New York 
5 1s- ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Morris Clemons 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-2033A 

{N0043781-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 16634/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, F \ L E Q  
Dated: New r New York 5 1 m” s??? ’2011 

i t L  ’* Attorney for Plaintiffs a .  

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

Estate of Morris Clemons 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-4387 

(N0043781-1) MAY 1 6  2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 116682 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, THE EXECUTOR [ 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM ANGRISANO AND j 
ANGELINE ANGRISANO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

682197 0 
Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed wit ej di e a wi out Fiui ib 
costs. 

MAY 3 1 2011 Dated: New York, New York 
,201 1 

Kerryann 00 ,Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Sam Angrisano and Angeline Angrisano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

5 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO04378 1-1 } 

454-1 1018 

PIN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF m E  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, THE EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM ANGRISANO AND 
ANGELINE ANGRISANO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

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

Index No.: 1 16682/06 
/L€Jm2r> 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPYOSITTON 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i 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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 67C ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. . k < -' 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs $ >  a 
Oakfabco, Inc. Estate of Sam Angrisa and Angeline Xngrisano 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

W m z  & LwENBE& 

New York, New York 10003 
f L E b  .j' 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571 -0949 

(NO043781 - I  } 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 1 
THIS DOCIJMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, THE EXECUTOR [ 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM ANGRISANO AND j 
ANGELINE ANGRISANO, INDIVIDUALLY, j 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, IIIC., with prejudice 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 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
3-rs , 201 1 

~~4~ w 
Michele J. Midlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCCIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Sam Angrisano and Angeline Angrisano 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22741 

(N0043781-1) 



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: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, THE EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM ANGRISANO AND 
ANGELINE ANGRISANO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 1668 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

i 

i M a t t l & b r n p a r ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. Estate of Sam Angrisan I 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8752 

(NO043781 - I  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: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, THE EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM ANGRISANO AND 
ANGELINE ANGRISANO, INDIVIDUALLY , 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. F I L E ~  , 

I 

%*,yw..%q3 

-% a Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Sam Angrisano and Angeline Angrisano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KJ..UGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-21529 



MARTIN A. MTCHALSKI, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 10002 1/2007 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-D ORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' coiiiplaiiit 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-cla 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dis 

defendant 
f 

and without costs. 

-4 .ay.  7hWl AI (/am &7 . .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Attorneys for De fen dun t 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroiieck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
"_rl_-___l_"____lr-_____111__1_________1----"-_----------__---- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

____l____r_______ll______r_____l________"___------_-"-------~-- X 
DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, Individually and : Index No. 100021/07 
as Executrix for the Estate of MARTIN 
MICHALSKI SR., 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York +y% 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company "pd G o o d p r  Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York lOOl /3  

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

---^. 
SO ORDERED: 



I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 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: NewY rk, ew York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

~ 

WILSON/ELSER, MQJSKOWITZ, ED EL^ Attorne forDefen ant LLP 

New York, New York 

A,W.C ESTE ONCOMPANY 
150 East 2nd rekt 

Our File No. 05335.00 

)I 

4 150275.1 



-against- 
Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. and S., Inc, et, al. I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, Defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., improperly named as (“American 

Biltrite Company”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant 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 Defendant, 

AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to 

either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ AND LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 110 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 

(212) 651-7500 

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: 

HOWARD ELLEFSEN AND SYLVIA ELLEFSEN 

against 

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

,AS. Part 30 
Heitler, J.) 

WEX NO.: 98-110289 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORRER 

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

Ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismisslng 

ifaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kohler Go., with prejudice, and there being no 

)pposltion thereto, 

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

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

IATED: New York, New York 

IUNST 8 D~UKAS,  LLP 
ttomeys for Defendant, 
ohler Go. 700 Broadway 
3 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
ew Brunswlck, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintlff(s), 
Howard Eilefsen and Sylvia Ellefsen 

New York, NY 10003 
* / /  

0 ORDERED: 

-.- .- _I_ 

, , . . . . . . ., ...... .. .--. ., . . .  ~, . 



MARTIN A.  MICHALSKI, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 

101498/1997 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

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

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

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

' with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clainls and cross-cla defendant J 

! 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby disrnisse &ucQ ' 

and without costs. / /  

Y / l O / U  
Dated: Harrison, NY 

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

" ..-- 

GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____-___"______--1______r_l____l_l_____-"-------"------"------ X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

___l_r___"__l_r__lr__1______________1__1-_--_- - - - -~- - - - - - - - - - -~ X 
PATRICIA ANN RAMMACHER, Individually and : Index 
as Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD 
RAMMACHER, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., a.J. IAs part 30 

Defendants. 
--"_________"-_1___________r___lr___rl__---_---------~---"----- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York .;I .I/ LOf( 
C I  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

eQ By#, - *-*-CC73> /#"l+-+- 

ambini, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
:';@ .a c; 2011 



Our File No 
S-5439-98 

SlJI 'EMF COUR'I' : ATJ. COUNTTES 
WITHIN 1'W U'lY OF NEW YO= 
..._______-...______---.....~~----.....- . ._____I__- . . . - -___.__I_ 

1N RE NEW YO= CITY ASBESTOS 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
THIS DOCIJh4ENT ELATES 'IO: I 

! NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND MICHAEL GILLIGAN . 

i ORDER 

WHERF,FORB, d.e€endant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, hc .  

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

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OXDERED, that upon fiotke tc dl co-defmdznts, dl claims m d  cross-c!ak~ 

against defendant Cowolidated Edjson Company of New York, I C . ,  be and &e same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New YoIk 

- _  - - - -  

WE1'1'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fox Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, hc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, 'MY 10003-3598 

so O r n E E D :  F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2m 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS omcg 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM A, WAGNER, 
Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 113177/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("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, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 5/17 ,2011 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Jennifei Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MmONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

F I L E D  
Weil-McLain MAY 3 1 2011 

rqclry YOR K (212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

I f f  K 
GWUN I Y wmr( 'S OFFICE 

so ORDERED, 
Hoi 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 0 7 7 6 8 / 9 8 /  

FRANK G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
CALLAHAN, 

125 13 1/00 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai., 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$7 ,2011 

F-I L E  D 

*h, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank G. Callahan and Lena M.  Callahan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Robert LbJ  Darish, Esq. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0947 

(N0043781-I} 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index N C a  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: N e w g l q ,  New 1;;; 
7 

- 
YT!: % Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

E D  Frank G. Callahan and Lena M 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

, 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

M l w  1 2011 
bit- i ’u  ‘1/ %r( 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (213.) ssx-ssoo -r 

SO ORDERED, COUNV CLERKS OFFICE 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-0281 E 

(N0043781-1) MAY 162011 



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 G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

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

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

e same are hereby dismissed with defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment C 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank G. Callahan and Lena M. Callahan 
W E ~ Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(N0043781-1} 



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

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

! Index 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
e 

125 13 1/00 
CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby d i s F s f  crv and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York ptm3 1 2 w  
s/v ' ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Frank G. Callahan and Lena M. Callahan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 __*." - 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SherryklGn Hkitler 

722-1522 



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

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

I I n d e x N F S  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

I Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same artre hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York t+4nv;3 1 2011 
q q  ,2011 

u- 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq\ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank G. Callahan and Lena M. Callahan c, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ N0043781-I) 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED CODAIR AND KATHLEEN CODAIR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. / 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New rk, New York ."ps- ,2011 

P "_ 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

,r.N .L; : 

Attorney for Plaintiffs e ,  & a 

u '$e* -3 

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

Ed Codair and Kathleen Cod ir 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 rJ -Z 4 2Q9 

I! 1 %  

i- *, f ' .,@ (212) 558-5500 
\.$.' 1* .+,P 

(2 12) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, 
Han. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(N0043781-1) 

1235-0286K, 2207 

NAY I6 2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED CODAXR AND KATHLEEN CODAIR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

1- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ed Codair and Kathleen Codai 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

D Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - 
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

CauNIY CLERK’S OFFICE 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-4999 

(N0043781-1) 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED CODAIR AND KATHLEEN CODAIR, ,&-zE--) 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y r ew York L5/s" ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York I0004 w York, New York 10003 MAY ' '''' 
(212) 509-3456 2) 558-5500 

SO O D E F E D ,  
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-22509K 

(N0043781-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 125 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED CODAIR AND KATHLEEN CODAIR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
i 
I WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment I 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ed Codair and Kathleen Codair 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO043781 - I  } 

722-1 600 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED CODAIR AND KATHLEEN CODAIR, 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

\ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. I 

Dated: Ne Y r b N e w  York sps ,2011 

Patterson Pump CO. 
MCGIVNEY & KI.,UGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1 Om 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-0281 K 

(NO04378 1 -1 } 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. DOUGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CHARLES W. DOUGLAS, AND 
ANNA L. DOUGLAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
5-/"u ,2011 

Lq 
W 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 H o ~  New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles W. Douglas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

ein Heitler 

(NO043781 - 1  ] 

722-1 706 



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

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

j Index No a : 118505/9 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. DOUGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CHARLES W, DOUGLAS, AND 
ANNA L. DOUGLAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

1 16323/03 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 201f 

FF ICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles W. Douglas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(NOM3781 -1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. DOUGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CHARLES W. DOUGLAS, AND 
ANNA L. DOUGLAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same a r p \ b Q s s s & h  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
SI4 , 201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles W. Douglas 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLTJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 6 20 11 324-3009,7750 

{ NO043781 - 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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index N 0 .. 118505/9 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. DOUGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE j 1 16323/03 
ESTATE OF CHARLES W. DOUGLAS, AND 
ANNA L. DOUGLAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York Lfwlzs ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ., I New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(21 2) 509-3456 12; 2ys583500 

SO ORDERED, MAY 16 2011 . .  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
2383-23910 

{NO043781 - I  1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. DOUGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ! 
ESTATE OF CHARLES W. DOUGLAS, AND j 
ANNA L. DOUGLAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

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

Plaintiffs , i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., eb al., 
Defendants e 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York MAY 3 1 2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Ekq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGlVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles W. Douglas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2121 558-5500 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(N0043781-1) 

Hon. Sherry -Kiev Heitler 

1235-1597 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL LAING and MARGARET LAING, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 121905-98 

Plainti ff(s), : I.A.S. Part30 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

Defendants. : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORJIER 

X ......................................................... 
WHEFWFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

F I L E D  E 1 
defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

3- MAY3 1 2011 
YORK 

NW?EFIK'S OFFICE WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 

(212) 536-3900 I---" 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler 



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

NYCAL 
Index #: 190092/98 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

This Document Relates to: 

LAMBERT0 TROTTA 

WHEREFORE, defendant Union Carbide Corporation, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Union Carbide 
Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 
claims against defendant Union Carbide Corporation, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I I 

Judith A. Ygvitz, Esq. 
REEDSMI HLLP 
Attorneys f 1 r Union Carbide corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th Floor 

New York, New York 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

New York;New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 05734076.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

LAMBERT0 TROlTA 

NYCAL 
Index #: 190092/98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants and consent of plaintiff, all 
claims and cross claims against defendant CeitainTeed Corporation be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys fbr CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexing on Avenue, 26th Floor x venue, 4th Floor 

New York, New York 10036 New York, ew York 10022 
(212) 681-1575 (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-105734022.1 



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

complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
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 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N.Y., 10003 

New York, N.Y. 1OOJ.7, 
Our File No.: 0533508 

@- 
SO ORDB€ED, 

Hon. Sherr . Heitler 



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

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

DANK0 ORBANIC 
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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
s-12 1 I r  

@!.a 
Charles Fergusonxsq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 New York, New York 10022 

M W ?  7 (21 2) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 I -5400 
2377 

US-ACTIVE-1 05578570.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DANK0 ORBANIC 

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

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, hereby requests 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

claims against defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e w x  rk New York 
s p s l l ,  

--. /y-- --. s ,,/ [, 1 - 
Charles Fergus&rE&. 
WEITZ & LISXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1 OqQ2 D (2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

MAY 7 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFIE 



Michael Palumbo 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 or NewYork * 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4 0 %  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 

COUNlY CLERKS OF- 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

Hon. She$ K. Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES W. CLOBRIDGE AND BETTY 
CLOBRIDGE, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 1023 17/99 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

, MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 York, New York 
c;\s 201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles W. Clobridge and Betty Clobridge 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NOM7 122-1 } 

1122-1747 



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

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

i Index No.: 1023 17/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES W. CLOBRIDGE AND BETTY 
CLOBRIDGE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

Charles W. Clobridge and Betty Clobridge 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(NO047 12 1-1 } MAY 16 2011 
1235-1260 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
51411 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

Datedfiw York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Attorney for p a n t  
Consolidated dison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Pla 

A New York, NY 10003-3598 

Our File No 
S-5 130-99 



THIS D O C W N T  RELATES TO: 

RICHARD ROBBINS 

INDEX NO. 
104052/99 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SERRY a E I N  HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORJlER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in t h ~  above-entitled &e, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

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, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Bdison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New Yark, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

on Company of New 
York, hc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003 

D -. 

SO ORDERED: 

MAy3 .1 2011 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry Klein HGtler 
Our File No 
5-53 94-99 

'OUNTy CLERKS OFFICE 



Richard Robbins and Marie Robbins 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  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 
Ma111 WU 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335.05350 

I 

4 138906.1 



ANTHONY SZWED and BETTY SZWED, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

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

Defendant e COMPANY 
X ______"_________________________________-----------------"--~--------- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dis 

and without costs. 5 /4  / U L t  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLI FER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 

MAY 16 2011' 



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

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodye r 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

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

MAY 3 1 2011 
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP NE . YORK 
Attorneys for Defendants # ~ ~ ~ B f b  Th OFFICE 
Rubber Company and G anada nc. 

By: 
Mark Tevis, Esi. 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 
n ". - - 

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



Estate of JOITN F. STRAUSS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defcndants Thc Goodycar Tirc & Rubbcr Company and 

Goodyear Canada Inc. (together, “Goodyear”) hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

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

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

against Goodyear be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y o  ew York ;qX, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

B Y : B F  Jason Kaufman I L E D 
264 West 40th Street MAY 3 1 2011 

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

-\. SO ORDERED: 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Harold Ames, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No. 1 063 16 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., incorrectly sued as PEERLESS 

HEATER CO., INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEERLESS 

INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

Steve CorbinyEsq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., Harold Ames 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMlTW LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 700 Broadway 

New York, New York New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

* A "  Ij.cIIZ 
Ye) A% 

NEW YQRK 
C O U ~ r y  eL+Rp@ @FFlGE 

SO ORDERED, 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Prac t i ce  Law 

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

This Document Relates to: 
GEORGE L. CHAMPAGNE 

Plaintiff, 

Index No.: 1 0 6 3 3 7 / 9 9  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 



--- 

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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN KNOX, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

Index No,: 109675/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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. 

F 
& LUXENBERG, P. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 ue, Suite 

New York, NY 10022 

_.. . - 

SO ORDERED, 

t 

9’ 



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.) 

i IndexN 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA CLIFF AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR i 104858/05 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE H. CLIFF AND 
PATRICIA CLIFF, INDIVIDUALLY, 

(---&&2 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 ork, New York ,J-r ,2011 MAY 3 1 2011 

h04-w w FFlCE 
Michele J. Mittfernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of George H. Cliff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-0757 

{NO043781 - I }  

MAY 1 6  2011 



INDEX NO. 
113986J99 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SLMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

, *, . 

WHEMFORE, 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 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, hc. 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 Cornpany of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

< / I  0 /w 1 I Dated: New York, New York 

n 

Attorneys for Plaints 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving. Place 

Our File No 
S-65 16-99 



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

Index No.: 113986/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WILLIAM STADLER, MOTION 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONO 
CONTRACTINCS & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEL-MCLAIN COMPANY, NC., hereinafter (“WEIL 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

to either party. 

Dated: 5I.a ,2011 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New Yark, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 
New York, NY 10022 F I L E D  (212) 651-7500 

M A Y 3  7 2077 
@$-+. -  

YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

‘OUNTy cLERNs o&lcp Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i  index^^^ 
DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX j 103612/97 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, / 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary jucgment the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with r \d iE%"%p" 

costs. 

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

Estate of Morris Clemons 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0657A 

(NO043781 -1  } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dism' 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York ew York 
S I N S  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Morris Clemons 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-2033A 



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

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

i I n d e x N C B  103612/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

i 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F \ L € Q  
Dated: New r New York Mhy 3 1 ?a'' s"Ps. ,2011 

t. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Morris Clernons 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

York 10003 .--*_ 

454-4387 

{ NO043781 -1  } NAY 16 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

1- 09809/02, 107886/00, & 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against ,defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

SO ORDERED, I 

Hc m. S h e a l e i n - H e i t l e r  

Barry McTiernan & 
2 Rector Street, 14th L E D New York, New York 10006 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JESSE MCSHERRY, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 122190/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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: 5 / 1 7 ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 1 2071 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

? 
.’ 
i 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Applies to: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

GEORGE P. McGOFF and MARGARET McGOFF, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., be and the same are hereby 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Charles F e r g u s o n , W  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& GALLAGHER 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



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

Index No.: 122191/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES M. RUMFOLA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEWFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAlN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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: s 117 ,2011 
New York, New York 

Je i’fe udn r, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

MAY 3 1 201t 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 1 / 

-1-...” 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., gt 4. 

NYCAL 

Index N s. 122196/99 a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: g F / j j Y o r k  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

BY 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street 2QtI ' New York, New York 10003 New York, New York lQ&# 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

so ORDERED: 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N W B R U N W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON hw 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JUDITH HASELEY BROOKS, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of RICHARD W. 
BROOKS 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

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

INDEX NO.: 99-125074 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorn e ys for Defendant , J DlTH HASELEY BROOKS, Individually 
Ko h le r Co . as Administratrix for the Estate of 

700Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

E At&rneys for Plaintiff(s), 

HARD W. BROOKS 

2mw York, NY 10003 

' 
Honorable Sherr 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & M 
2 Rector Street, 1 qfh F I F  1 L 
New York, New York 10006 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



Estate of RICHARD H. MEHLROSE, and 
PATRICIA MEHLROSE, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: TASPart30 

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

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York 
sP/o)"/i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

Danny Kraft, Jr. 

i 

By< -E&*--- 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 p v -  p Q q  

Dated: New York, New York 



X:/~~~fb~391071eaal/lMARCh12011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK -- 
RICHARD H. MEHLROSE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100582/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

s for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212)313-3600 F \ L E D 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

5/b$ I 

-~ 
SO ORDERED, 



RICHARD H. MEHLROSE (Dec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLTVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _______________________________ff__frf__------------------------------ 

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 COMPA F, 
and without costs. 

P B a r e  hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Defenda 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

., P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

(212) 661-1151 
SO ORDERED 



Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

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

Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B .F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to , 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

5\2- , 2011 

BY: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Frank M. Ortiz 

(2 12)558-SSOO 

Patrick J. W y e r u  
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 

- 
SO ORDERED 

MAY 162011 



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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS J. CRUGER and BARBARA CRUGER, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 00-102783 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
5) I " / I  I 

lOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(0 h le r Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 pAy , 20,f 



VOLKERT 5. PETERS, 

Index No. 102918/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al., 
including MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

Pf4L E e, defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prej 

without costs. 

rc 

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

SO ORDERED, 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 

163 3 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(2 12) 506- 1 700 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

By: 

Joseph Williams, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
12121 558-5500 

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

. . I  

Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlkr 

13409973.1 



X:/FB W~~9Z03/49155IepaVrcli 2011 

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

A -  

HENRY M. NOWAK, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100 1 1494/04, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & M 
2 Rector Street, 14fh F l F  L 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



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

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 0 

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

Our File No. 05335.0 $lyL- 
".- 

SO ORDERED, MAY 3 1 2O'' 



1 
i 

SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l " l _ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107534/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ " " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l e _ l _ -  x 
This Document Relates To: 

- I * - -  * e 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORTJER 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -  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: N w York, New York * 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. .&+? Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC \\ - 

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

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 18 2011 

4571039.1 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 109809/ 
12 19&2/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
('212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, _. .. 

TON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & 
2 Rector Street, 14th L E D New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

MAY3 1 2011 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index 6 G a  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 
11 1109/00 
1 14496/05 

Robert G. Lorentz 

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 + 
,If6.A 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. "., 5, Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC +* WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 F I L E D  

MAY3 1 2011 SO ORDERED, 

CLERK'S OFFICE 

457 1042. I 



r I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
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 Y rk, ew York 4L 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMP 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERE 

4570940.1 



t t i t 

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 ork, New York 

4t-P- 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. OS33S,O0001 

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

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 ZUfI 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. S h e 6  K. Mitler 

4570925.1 



1 I 

Joseph D. Galante 
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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDER 

4570948.1 

E 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LL 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335,0000 



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. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON C 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

XENBERG PC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4570911.1 



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

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

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: Index N$ lw 

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

4570908.1 
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WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New Yor New York s4- 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
OurFileNo. 05335.00001 

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

F 1 L E D 
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

W U N N  CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

4571092.1 



-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ad., 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

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

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Slcril7C73p 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

/--sz 
Attorneys foj Defendants The Goodyear Tire @ 

BY 

V d 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 1 

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



TMc:CCupk) 
5/41 1 1 

Our File No 
S-7370-00 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MILTON STROBER 

INDEX NO. 
108551/00 
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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

MAY 182011 
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IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM WEIR 

INDEX NO. 
108553/00 
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 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 

MAY 1 8 20l@@ 
S-7368-00 



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

Index No.: 108905/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAN") 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: 8//7 ,2011 
New York, New York - -  

/ I <  I ,  J I M  I -  W F l  - 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Jem-hudner, Esq. . . r - \ A l  -riFc t q t y  ' -  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C>> S E G A ~  MCCAMBRIDGE CLERKS oFv'u+ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTDcOuNfl 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



+ 
* TMc:CC(jpk) 

51411 1 

Our File No 
S-6675-00 

ANTHONY NASCA 

INDEX NO. 
109052/00 
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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

New York, NY 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



TMc:CC(-jpk) 
51411 1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES NICOLAIDIS 

INDEX NO. 
109064/00 
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. F I L  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

MAY 1 8  2011 SO ORDERED: fl ... . . 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-6692-00 MAL A o 2011 



TMcCCUpk) 
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IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
~~~~~~~~~ . . . . . . . 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS PAONESSA 

INDEX NO. 
109266/00 
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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

on Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED: 

MAY3 1 2W 
M 3 V  YORK 

Our File No 
S-5434-00 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
lw 182011r 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DONALD MONACO, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

Index No,: 109318/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC.¶ hereinafter ("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: 5/17 ? 2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

JennMer Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER&MAHONEY,LTD.F I L E D 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 MAY 3 1 20 t l  

COUNTY CLERKS QFm 
10022 NEW YQRK 
." " ._ . . 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 8  2011 



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

Index No.: 109408/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES H. MCELROY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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: 8 )  I-? ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, E D  
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 ;<, : . f i j  YORK 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain PAY 7, 1 2utt 

York, NY 10022 c ; : $ . r l $ l ~  CLERKS QFFlCE 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
51411 1 

Our File No 
S-42 18-00 

INDEX NO. 
1094 13/00 
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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 



TMc:CCcjpk) 
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IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KARL MULLER 

INDEX NO. 
109465/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc, 

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

on Company of New 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-5876-00 



SUPfLEME COURT OF THE STATE QF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Do~umsnt Applies to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hcitlery J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MQTION 
AND ORDER 

GEORGE P. McGOW and MARGARET McGQFF, 

A.O. SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. Me., 

hereby request sumftl~uy judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pmctb Law and 

Rules %tian 32 12, dismissing plaintiff..' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO, INC,, with prejudice, and &em being no oppbsitian thereto, 

ORDERED, that upan rrotice to all co+defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC,, be and the m e  are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, Now York 
*- I 

Y 
,A I h I / a\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBER~,  P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED: 
Nonr SheFy Kl& Heitler 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

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

This Document Relates To: 

Frank S. Costanzo NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORPER 

X __ -_r r r r_ l_ l l___________r_____ l_________-  

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

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

Dated: New or NewYork * 
Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

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

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

457091 I .  I 
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4 -  

GEORGE TROESTER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

N BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Flo 
New York, New 

'. 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

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

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

Dated: NewY rk NewYork & 

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

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

150 East 42"d Street 

4571033. I 
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Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

u 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be 

without costs. 

and the same are hereby dismissed t r e e o d  FY($ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTierXan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPRE'ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

James Tuohy NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND I 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled cast, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dism 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
and as successor in interestJwhqoRdrr Wire & 

lissed without 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for 

interest to Anac ire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
212-490-3000 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

435 1352.1 



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

rN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X ________llr-----____111________________1----------"------------ 

MARILYN G. TUOHY, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES TUOHY, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A. 0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 
IASPart30 

Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

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

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Hei th ,  J.S.C. 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Peter Cefaly 

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

Index No: 10 

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 ork, New York + 
i 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. A+?;* Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC **\ ,J WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4570908.1 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
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SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
N e w e k , N Y F i - 3 i 9 8 E  I 

# 

SO ORDERED: 
$ 

MAY 3 1 2011 

W N n  CLERKS OFFICE 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

S-784 1-00 N r W  YORK 
Our File No 



I 1 

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

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

Dated: New or ,NewYork A b -  
+&& 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 



t 

Ronald E. King 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. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.0000 

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

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNW CLERK'S OFFlCE 

SO ORDERED, 

4571031. I 
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IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD KING 

INDEX NO. 
1 10960/00 
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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

F3P5t E D 
MAY 3 1 2011 
NFW YORK Our File No 

S-7615-00 

. .___ ~ 

CQUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___I________________r________l____r___l_----------------------- X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

_____ll____r_____ll"--------------------"-------""---------~--- X 
DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, Individually and : Index No. 
as Executrix for the Estate of MARTIN 
MICHALSKI SR., 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

e 
101498/97 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

-5 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear 1 
Company "pd G o o d p ~ r  Canada Inc. 

'ire & Rubber 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 100 18 
(2 12) 302-2400 

--"--**._ ~~ 

SO ORDERED: 



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

1 14496105 
Robert G. Lorentz 

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 + 
l x  ._. 
"k, *I8 Julie R. Evans, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq. -%* 4, 

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

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 F I L E D  

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

Y .P@#jy CLERKS OFFICE 

4571 042.1 



MOTION AND 

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

Dated: New Yor New York 6 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, MAY 3 ? 2011 

NEW YORK 
WUNN CLERK'S OFFlCE 

4571 092. I 



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

Index No.: 11 1674/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD GUNTRIPP, 
Plaintiff($), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHERIEFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 4 \ k9 ,2011 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. NAY (7 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 cL‘fl&S oFR, 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
51411 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION J l d a n d  102903/04 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

_____..._ "______________________________--------"----.--..-""------------- 1 ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES MACK, JR. 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

York, N 

Our File No 
S-8036-00 

MAY 3' 1 2011 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WEREFORE, 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, MOSKO 
EDELMAN & DICKER IL&%$$Ew yo& 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.0000 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant cLERb @p,c, 

L ' A V  7 7 2011 
I 

SO ORDERE 

4570948. I 

f 



TMc:CCfipk) 
51411 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 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 
n 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 

SO ORDERED 

100035 

- 
Hon. 

Our File No 
S-7488-00 

Attorney for Ufendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

m 



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

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY 
__-____________rr_______l___l l___l_l__r_-  X 

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

Index No: 108 (qi%%J 
Frank Fraccalvieri 

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 Y rk, ew York -&&- 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERE 

4570940.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * - 1 - - - - 1 - - - 1 - - - " 1 - - -  

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

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

F I L E D  
MAY 3 7 2d4f 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
CXIUNIY CLERK'S OFFICE 

4570925.1 



I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S, INC,, gt d. 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor Ne York * 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: -,k, 
Matthew T. MacInt+, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

ear Canada Inc. 

New York, New York 1001 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
51411 1 

Our File No 
S-4 1 13-00 

PATRICK VANCHIERI 

INDEX NO. 
1 13 196/00 
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, 

ORDEED, 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 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: Hon. Sherry wNewyork'F Klein Heitler MAY lp0 3 1 2011 
NEW YOhK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF= 



1 I I f 

Paul E. Faylor 
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. 

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No, 05335.00001 F I L E D  , 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 182011 
4570932.1 



A.C. & S., INC., &@., 

NYCA 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
51 cr / 7 v3H 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

,* 

Attorneys foj Defendants The Goodyear Tire &s 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

New York, New York 1001 8 1 

MAY 3 ' 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CCcjpk) 
51411 1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION? 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RAIMONDO PICTNIC 

INDEX NO. 
1 13778/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: - 
Hon. 

Our File No 
S-7940-00 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY lOOO3E9I L E D 



r I t 

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 Y rk, New York 

sprrlc 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

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

New York, New York 1001 
ur File No. 05335.00$ i L E D 

SO ORDERED, 



: Index Nos. 1221 e WILLIAM V. STEVENSON (Dec.), 

Plaintiff( s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 

A,W, CHESTERTON CO., ad. 

Defendants. 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

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

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor ew York a 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

BY 

3 1 201' 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

.--_ ~ 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc: CC(jpk) 
5/41] 1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM STEVENSON 

INDEX NO. 
114167/00 
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-w York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

I New York, NY 

Our File No 
S-5649-00 MAY 1 8 2011 



v 

TMc:CCcjpk) 
51411 1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES SPENCE 

INDEX NO. 
114778/00 
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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 1000 5 

"O"LED 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Our File No 
S-77 19-00 



1 I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
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 ork New York * 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 20'' 

SO ORDERED, 

4570919.1 



r r F 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X lr____l_r__-__----*-llll________________~ 

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

Index No: 1 1522 1/00 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

X _______________________________________I- 

This Document Relates To: 

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

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

Dated: New or ,NewYork db- 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

-- 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

j 

i: 
I 
! 
i 

MAY 1 8  2011 

457097 1.1 



Plaintiff( s), 

Weitz & Luxenberg 5 

- against - 

1 3 I Barry McTiernan & Moore 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 116263/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-_ 
€Ion. Sherry' 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _________l l l_- l______-- - - - - - - - - I I - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16672/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - 1 1 1 - - 1 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Gerald J. D'Amore 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 * 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. ' I  

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON w& E D 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 MAY 3 1 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICQ 

SO ORDERED, 

4578724.1 



TMcCCCjpk) 
51411 1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
"---_____-..-.""-__------------..-"---------".--"----------------"-------- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

1 16847/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

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 

& LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New Y&k, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-8492-00 



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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada p. k e b &  e, 
same are herebv dismissed with nreiudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Lawrence Lee 
B y : Z & +  z& 

Matthew MacIntyrd 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 



Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, sWa The B .F. Goodrich Company, 

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

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

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

T\ A ,2011 

A 

WEITZ & LUXENB~RC 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Altorneys for Plaintiff 

Frank  M. Ortiz 

(212j558-5500 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFEE . .  

BY: 
Patrick J. i f h y e 8  
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609 j924-6000 



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: 

WILLIAM J. DONNELLY AND MARIE 
DONNELLY, 

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

j Index No.: 116927/00 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

i A. C .  & S., INC., et a]., 

Defendants. I 
i 
I 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 

p i t h a  defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 

c, 
7 2011 

T p s  ,2011 

\ 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William J. Donnelly and Marie D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571 -0981 P 

N0040474-1 MAY 162011 



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

IN €E NEW YORK CITY 
" r l _ _ _ r - _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

NYCAL 

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

__f_l"rl"____________---_-I------r--ll- X 

This Document Relates To: 

Salvatore J. Liberato 
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. 

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

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

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

4571033.1 



Plaintiff( s), 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 110183/00 41&& 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED 



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. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON C O M P p \  L E 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

4578764.1 



I 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 
124340/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

'. 



Conrad Lachance 

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

Index No: 11 8202/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New o k, New York & 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 ?of1 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 

4578800.1 



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

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

Dated: New Yor , New York + 
c Julie R. Evans, Es 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

XENBERG PC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

4578729.1 MAY 1 8 2011 



1 I 

MARTIN PARDES, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 034 16, I 

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

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

MAY 1620111 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index 0.: 119373/0 106190/01 r ' 2  
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

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

2 Rector Street, 14fh Floo 
New York, New York 1 O E  I L E &) 
(212) 313-3600 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 5/i 31 I / 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 313-3600 

SOORDEED, - MAY 3 1 20'' 
NEW YORK 

couNn CLERKS OFFIC~ 
Hon 



Plaintiff( s), 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 11937YOO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

N BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 1 
(212)313-3600 p61 L E (212) 558-550 

_c* 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry BleiG-Heitler 

MAY 3 I 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 102702/01 

ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

I 
700 Broadway 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 5 I 

n 

tomeys for TON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

W 

E D New York, NY 10003 New York, New Yor 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

MAY 3 I 2011 
NEW YORK 

COuNJY CLERKS OFFICE 

so ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER n 
Index No.: 103459/01 & 1193811 k.-9"' 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

5 
(2 12) 558-550 

N BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th F1 or 
New York, New Yorl& 
(212) 313-3600 



This Document Relates To: 

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

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

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York'l 00 1 7 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  Our File No. 05335.00001 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

C0lJWY CLERKS OFflCE 

4578827. I 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LAWRENCE A. GIERMEK, as Executor for the 
Estate of FRANCIS A. LESNIAK, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (‘VEIL- 

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: April 13,201 1 

- 
J e n n i f a .  hdne r ,  Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LT 

” 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 3 7 2077 

850 Third Avenue, Sui@dlOO NEVI/ yoRK 
New York, NY 10022 uN7Y C L E R ~ ~  Q ~ ~ ~ C E  

SO ORDERED, 



.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

M&S( 3 1 2 m  
I_ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She#K. Heitler 

4578821.1 



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

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

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

Dated: New Yo k, New York a,rlrl 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. ” 

WILSON. ELSER. MOSKOWITZ. WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELM~N DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMP 

150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York lo$ 
Our File No. OS33S.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e v x .  Heitler 

4578798. I 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 106460/ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

3 

N BOILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 182011 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

% 

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

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

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

MAY 3 1 2O'' Our File No. 05335.00001 
, .  

SO ORDERED, 

4578699. I 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
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 

-44Q--- 

Julie R. Evans, E$q. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 611 e 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

4578719.1 MAY 1 8  2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ESTATE OF ROBERT D. BISHOP, SR., 

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

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pr d' e d 't $ W E  
costs. 

MAY 3 1 2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

qJ ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

w York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 
2571 -0780AS 

N0040474-1 



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

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 

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

r File No. OS335.00001~ I 1 E 

SO ORDERED, 

I 
I 

i 

4578709. I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.& Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No . 1 19390 
I 
I 

I 
I 

/-C& 2 5 26 8/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BETTY BISHOP, NDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT D. 
BISHOP, SR. I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against - NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s1. I 

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, 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 York, New York 
L \ b q  ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERQC. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Robert D. Bishop, Sr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

K-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

11 22-21 154 

DXAOOO 1 - 1 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: 

Earl Hanmer 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, ail 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 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.00 

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

SO ORDERED, 

4578192.1 



X:/FB W42223Ae~uWu rch 201 I 

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

X 
CHARLES HAZARD, 
_______________________-____________-_--_-__-____-----_--_-__--__ 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NYCAL 
I,A.S, Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

N BOILER WORKS 

700 Broadway 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212)313-3600 vorL E D New York, New Yor 

---. 

SO ORDERED, MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prcjudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

---- 

( I~~~,&-J  Su e M. Halbardier, Esq. 
BA , MCTIERNAN & MOORE 

FULTON BOILER WORK 
2 Rector Street, 1 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

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

/dl / A t t E y s  for Defendant 

L E D  
MAY 3 ? 2M) 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S 



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: NewY r ,NewYork ,p,r,, 

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

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 8  2011 
4578747.1 



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

Index No.: 119393/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN T. FOWLER, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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: 5/17 ,2011 
New York, New York 

M‘&y 3 1 Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

e- 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
n New York, NY 10022 

(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shkrry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, N Y  10003 New York, New York 10 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

/ 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ 1 1 _ 1 -  

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: Index N6: 1 19394/0 .4/ 

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 or ,NewYork Ab- - Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F' Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON CO 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

L E D  

SO ORDERED, 

Our File No. 05335.00001 
MAY 3 A 2011 

4518745.1 

NEW YORK 
COUNT( CLERK'S O F n X  



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

100787/03 
Jose F. Fernandez 

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. 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"' Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

MA'b 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, CLERICS OFFICE 

4518738.1 
MAY 182011 



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: n i Index N f m  0062 1 /O 1 
JOSE F. FERNANDEZ AND ARLENE 
FERNANDEZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York MAY 3 1 2011 &\\&-? , 201 1 un.eh! Y-- 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c, 
Jose F. Fernandez and Arlene Fernandez 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl&n Heitler 2S71-0598V 

NOW0474- I 



-against- 

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

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys fdr Defendant Georgia-Pacific LkC 

i /  II 

By: By: , 4 fianief Blouin 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 

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



X:/FBW4I189/lrpaVMutch 

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

X 
WARREN J. LEONARD, 
_____ll_r_____lr_-_l___________________1---l--------------------- 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 19828/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 5 
700 Broadway 

N BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 



X:/FB W41293Ae~al/lMarch 201 I 

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

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 120780/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

n 

-.. SOORDERED, - 



_- 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X I__ll_l__l_l_-_-f_--_-----fl------lll---"~"------------"------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --------------____f_----------------------~-----"-"~~-~~-~""--- 

. ROSE VER HAUGE, Individually and as Executrix : Index NO. 120329/00 
of the Estate of DONALD VER HAUGE, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AM) ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry JSIein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.W. C€€ESTERTON CO., gt &, I 

I 

I 
Defendants. 

X 1___1_____"-__11_"----------------------~---------------"------ 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodycar The & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORJIERED, that upon notice to dl ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaiutiffs 

Lawrence G. Lee 

264 West 40" Street 
New York, New York 10018 

F I L E D  (212) 302-2400 

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

Dated: Ncw York, New York 
MAY 3 1 201' 
fJEw YQRK 

c o u N ~  CLEWS OFFICE SO ORDERED: 



Barbara J. Ladwig, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of Donald Ladwig, and Barbara J. Ladwig, as 
Spouse 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC., incorrectly s/h/a "R.T. 
VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC., Individually and as Successor to GOUVERNEUR TALC 
COMPANY, INC." hereinafter ("R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, TNC."), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
R.T. VANDERlBILT COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

r/6//1 
I '  

360 Lexington Avenue, 20' Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

-" . 

SO ORDERED, 

2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 09030.000$fl,&~ 3 7 

4591397.1 



a 

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 or ,NewYork * 
L Julie R. Evans, sq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

-. ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K! Heitler 

4578708.1 MAY 1 8 2011 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122143/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 

(212) 313-3600 
-1 

(212) 558-550 

*.-- ~. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrywin-Heitler 



X:/F$ W41563/le~al/Ma rch 201 I 

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

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 122850/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

i . ~ . *,4 -_. 

ia Malikzay, 
ttorneys for F TON BOILER WORKS 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg 5 9 

(212) 558-550 n 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK Hon. Sherry Kle ??-- n-Heitler 

COUNW CLERK'S OFFICE 



Robert C. Loughlin NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
WDGMENT 
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 Yo k, New York - 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

+_ 

Hon.?#e&fy K. Heitler 

4578830.1 



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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 123&70/00 

PETER AVARAS AND DOLORES AVARAS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York. .., New York 
sp- ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peter Avaras 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York l O O O # ~  3 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

-. 

NEW YORK (212) 509-3456 
OFFlCE 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-786 

N0040474-1 MAY 1:62011 



Peter Avaras 

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

Index No: 123 870/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York lo0 17 
Our FileNo. 05335.00001 

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

I L E 0 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry i4. Heitler 

4578703.1 



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

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

i Index pz& 00757/03 
: 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THEODORE FRASIER, EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CLYDE FRASIER, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules f~ 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 York, New York 
201 1 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. Ay 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Clyde Frasier 

New York, New Y o r k d M v  c3BKs OFFicR 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway NEW V m K  

(212) 509-3456 
-. . 

SO ORDERED, 
11 22-2183 

N0040478-1 



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

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

j IndexN .. 124331/00 100757/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THEODORE FRASIER, EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CLYDE FRASIER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

ORDEl2F,D, 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 
, 2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Clvde Frasier 

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

WEITZ & L~XENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2571-1 

N0040474- 1 



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

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

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates To: 

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

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

Dated: New or ,NewYork 43- 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMP 
150 East 4Znd Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDERED, 

4978759.1 



I 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -___l---_----------______ll_____________- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124332/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -__r___- - - - - - - - - - - -______ l_ l____________-  

This Document Relates To: 

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

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

Dated: New Yor , New York clzlil 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON C 
150 East 42"* Street 
New York, New York 
Our File Na. 05335.00001 

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

SO ORDEED, 

4578841. I 
MAY 182011 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

0 1 80/00, 1 17866/00 & 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants, 

WHEEFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
'. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _________________________1______1____111-  

AS BE S TO S LIT1 GATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 

Henry Allen 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 

% 

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

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON C 

New York, New York 10017 
. 150 East 4Pd Street 

MAY 3 1 2O'' Our File No. 05335.00001 
. .  

SO ORDERED, 

4578699.1 



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

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

j Index No.: 11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York sps ,2011 

F I L E D  

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

“;;q*; bb .“-mi-$ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs q y  

Frank G. Callahan and Lena M. Callahan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0947 

(N0043781-I 1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
CALLAHAN, 

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

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

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

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

e same are hereby dismissed with defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment C 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

(N0043781-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: N e w Z T j ,  New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank G. Caliahan and Lena M F l l B h y  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. GL 

DJfiv -# 4 ?fltl 
: t t L  / I  f k  ,’&& 

(21 2) 509-3456 

S O  ORDERED, COUNW CLERKS OFFICE 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-0281 E 

{ NO04378 I - I  } MAY 1 6  2011 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED CODAIR AND KATHLEEN CODATR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 
/ 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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: New5yck, New York 
, 2011 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(NOM3781 -1  } 

1235-0286K, 2207 

MAY 162011 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED CODAIR AND KATHLEEN CODAIR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

D Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY 3 1 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFleR 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-4999 

(NO043781 -1 1 



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

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

i IndexpTB‘ {: ;:$ 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

/--- 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED CODAIR AND KATHLEEN CODAIR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

A. C .  & S., INC., et ul., 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y r ew York 6/Y ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 MAy ’ ’”’ 
(212) 509-3456 1558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I 6 2011 

MA‘I 2383-22509K 

(N0043781-1) 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED CODAIR AND KATHLEEN CODAIR, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k ew York 
,s/? ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ed Codair and Kathleen Codair 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

(N0043781-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ED CODAIR AND KATHLEEN CODAIR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: NeyfoJkNew, York 
201 1 

Kerrv-ook. €!sa. 
A , t t o h w e n d a n t  Attorney for Plaintiffs - - 

Ed Codair and Kathlee 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, ‘P.c. 4 L, 4 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York low 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I 0004 

U 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-0281K 

{ NO04378 1-1 } 



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

j (Heitler, J.) 

! IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S. Pa 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice 

2, dismissing 

in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., be and the same are hereby d i s F s r  ctv and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
s/Y ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank G. Callahan and Lena M. Callahan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO043 78 I - 1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
CALL AHAN, 

P1 ain ti ffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1177 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. ' 

* 

0 :  w ,  
2, i 

& @  

Dated: New York, New York 
s;/q ,2011 

~h-AJLk~&&*"> 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq! 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwel I Corporati on 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-02863 

(NO04378 1-1 } 



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: 

FRANK G. CALLAHAN AND LENA M. 
CALLAHAN, 

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

j Index No.: 125 13 1/00 

prejudice and without costs. 

PAV 3 1 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank G. Callahan and Lena M. C 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

I 

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

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ESTATE OF ROBERT D. BISHOP, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 119390/00 125268/00 C . . d  
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with pr 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
KAY 3 I 2011 
NEW YORK -s;;;’7 ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
McGiVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

w York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-0780AS 

N0040474-1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

I Index No.: 119390/0 a , 125268/00 

EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT D. I 

I 
I 

I 
I BETTY BISHOP, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 

BISHOP, SR. I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S. ,  INC., et al., 
I 
I Defendan@). 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 plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
"\ \ h - 9  ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Robert D. Bishop, Sr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-21154 

DXAOOO 1 - I  



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

IN TCE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___"______l- - - - - r__"l l l_________r______l-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert D. Bishop 

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

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 

% 

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

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 
Our File No, 05335.00001~ 

SO ORDERED, 

4578709.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

r-_--_____lll___rr_f_____f__lt__________-------*"-"-----------~ X 
IN ItE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

_--------__r----________________________----*-------------~--~- X 
JAMES ECKERT, 

comm OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: IndexNa. 11 0 003 54/0 1 Plaintiff, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no apposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are'hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys fdr Defendant Georgia-Pacific LPC 

J Lawrence Lee 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street 
New York, Nkw York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New Yark, New York 10018 
(2 12) 302-2400 



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

Jose F. Fernandez 
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, 

ORDEWD, 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, Esql’ 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

MAY 3 1 2014 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, GoUNm CLERKS OFFICE 

4578738. I 

I 



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.: 119394/0 , 100621/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ AND ARLENE 
FERNANDEZ, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. i 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. L L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

?\a-5. , 201 1 

bp!\yJ ehj 
Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jose F. Femandez and Arlene Femandez 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl&n Heitler 25714598V 

N0040474- 1 



Earl Hanmer 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 ork NewYork * 
Frank Ortiz, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. OW~.OO#!~\ L E D 

4578792.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE1 YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ________________- - - - l_ l_______________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Fred Hanmer, as Proposed Executor for 
the Estate of E a r l  R. Hanmer, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

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

Index No.: 100783/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBona Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nl 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, a11 claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono 1 s er F t L r t Y  
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without coats. 

MAY 3 1 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff rneys fo r  Defendant 
Fred Hanmer, a s  Proposed Mario & DiBono Plas ter ing  C o .  
Executor for the E s t a t e  of E a r l  Inc. 
R. H a n m e r  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6tb Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 

Q . :  10924-5723 

So Ordered: 



X:/FB W4ZZZ3Atml.1MRrclr 201 I 

Plaintiff( s), 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 119391/00 

ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32.12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Yor 
(212)313-3600 v0i4L E D (212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, MAY 71 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



a 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ 3 _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

James Ashcraft 

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

Index No: 10 1205/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHERE'iFORE, 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 or New York & 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New Y 
Our File No. 0533@:#' D 

way 3 I 20n 
NEW YORK 

J W ~ R K S  OFF= 

SO ORDERED, 

4578701. I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLORE ASHCRAFT, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF JAMES ASHCRAFT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 101205/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
S [ K  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
McG~vNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of James As 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Y o r k w 3 f  7 2M1 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, UNm CLERKS OFRw 
NEW YORK 

2571-1 

N0040474-1 



X. :l~aseslFBW42207/legal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_______-__"_11____________r___l_________-----_------------------ X -19392100& 
GEORGE GONYO, f 0  172 1 IO 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

180 Maiden Lane FULTON BOII,ER WORK?:;: 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 MAY 3 'I 2Mt 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED,--- 



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

X NYCAL ________________________________________-------------~----------------- 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

T.A.S. Part 30 

GEORGE GONYO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________________________________________---*--*-~--------------------- 

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

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

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 os"./@ (1 I 
t 

? E % - -  
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED. ~. 

MAY Is2011\ 



REUBEN W. GOLDMAN (Dec.), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ------______________--------~----------------------------------------* 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

prc'e D 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismiss 

and without costs. A A 

Dated: Harrison, New York OGe * 1 I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defenda 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 

77 
(212) 661-1151 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 



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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
+ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Dan Kraft 

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

New York, New Yor 
(212) 302-2400 E 

MPV 7 1 ?nis Dated: New York, New York 

MAY 162011 
Hon. Sherry Klein HMer,  J.S.C. 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintifr 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. 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 

Samuel Goldblatt, Gsq. 
Benjamin R, Dwyer Es 
NIXON PEABODY 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company M AY 3 1 20'' 
Key Towers at Fountain PlalGfEw yoR)C New York, NY 10038 

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, CLERKS QFPlGG 
n Buffalo, NY 14202 

----(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 



t 

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 ork New York % 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq.” 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 01 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

F7lLED 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUN’fv CLERK‘S OFFICE 

4578837. I 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index N C h i - 6  

“00 
100759-03 

LAWRENCE A. GIERMEK, as Executor for the 
Estate of FRANCIS A. LESNIAK, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: April 13,201 1 

* 
v v -  

Jenni fG.  Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain M K 3  1 2011 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CCljpk) 
412811 1 

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 

Our File No 
S-4815-01 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 1 8  2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - - - - - 1 - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r -  

ASBESTOS LIT1 GATION 

This Document Relates To: 

Giovanni Lattanzio 

* 

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

Index  NO;^ 
02269/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New Yor , New York * 
<;s 91 167” ,& 

Julie R. Evans, E$” ’’ 
’ 

WLLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

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

MAY s 1 

SO ORDERED, C 

4578821.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______-________l_l_r___l___________lll__- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X -_ r___-_ - - -_ r -________ I I________________-  

1023 14/0 1 e This Document Relates To: 

Carl Kroger 
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 Yo k, New York 

a,rirl 

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

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMP 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.0000 

SO ORDERED, 

4578798.1 



Th4c:CCCjpk) 
51411 I 

________________________________________.------"-----------------------""- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
_-______________________________________-----.--------------------------~~ 

Our File No 
S-4 199-0 1 

INDEX NO. 
102693/01 
ASSIGNED TO: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.\\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 

Hon. Sherry Klein Mitler 

MAY 1 8  2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

::&oz&l 19380/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

o a  M a l i k z a g q .  W 
Attorney for Plaintiffs torneys for TON BOILER WORKS 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Yor v0Ip"L E D (212) 313-3600 . /  (212) 558-550 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YOAK 

C0UNJ"Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

--I 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102902/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

."\ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz& Luxenberg 5 \ 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

' 

(212) 558-550 

L / -  

BOILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She=hd -Heitler 

MAY3 1 2011 



I I 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 103007/01 

EUGENE DEGANNES AND JACQUELINE 
DEGANNES, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
MAY3 7 2otl  *’ 

NEW YORK 
201 1 

\, , 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene Degannes and Jacqueline Degannes 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 w York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 
324-7499 

N0040474- I 



Eugene Degannes 
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 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.00 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

MAY 182011 
4578727.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
________I_____-____________________1____-------------~---------- X Index No. 103007-01 
EUGENE DEGANNES and JACQUELINE 
DEGANNES, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

- against - ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s h / a  The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Def-endant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

5 \ J-- ,2011 

BY: 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Frank M. Ortiz 

(212)558-5500 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 ‘I 2011 

COUNTV CLERKS omm 
NEW YORK 

A 

SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 

-... 

SO ORDERED MAY I62011’ 
Hon. Sherry Heitler 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
YOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCIS A. LESNIAK 
vs. 
A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102174/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be an 

costs. 

&u # 

S d u e l  Meirowitl, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I,A.S, Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103007/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE DEGANNES AND JACQUELINE 
DEGANNES, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Eugene Degannes and Jacqueline Degannes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-784 

N0040474- I 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 103270/0 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

New York, New York 10006 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 1 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York lop I L E D 
Our File No. 0533S.0000 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 

457883 1. I 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 
X ________________________________________------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. --\.:. e a  M a l i k z a q ,  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 5 I 1 $1'' 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

orneys for FU TON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Fbor 
New York, New York 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, P 



William V. Hakes I11 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: Newfrr:/;w York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
rr 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.00 

SO ORDERED, 

4578782. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____________ll_____l_ll____________l_l__- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - - - - - _ l _ " l " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - " " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Lawrence A. Ligammare NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, , defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
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 COIMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or ,New York * 
;*""a* ~ Julie R, Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York'10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 5xL 'a, WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

CaUlNrw CLERK'S OFRCE 

SO ORDERED, 

4578827.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LAWRENCE LIEAMMARE, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 104033/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("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: Ji t-7 ,2011 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 



Plaint iff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 104560/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14‘h 
New York, New Y 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 
MAY 3 1 2u” 
HEW YORK 

CLERKS O W E  SO ORDERED, 
awn 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York +T/ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street i 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

MAY 3 1 20" 
NEW Km Dated: New York, New York 

c ~ u ~ n  OFFii*' 

*-. 

MAY 1 fi 2011 SO ORDERED: 
Hon, Sherry Klein fleitler, J.S.C. 



X:/FB W42654Ae~aWMarch 201 I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 104695/0 1 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  (212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

-- " 
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

~ U N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



X / F B  W42714Ae~al/lMarch 2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK -- 
HARVEY MCCAIN, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 104904/0 1 

NYCAL 
LAS. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

., * Frank Ortiz,Esq. w 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
700 Weitz Broadway & Luxenberg 51Tq73f 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

E D New York, New Yo 
(212) 313-3600 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X J - - - - - - - - " " - l r - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

4578763, I 



I - - - - - -  - ., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 

spsl,, 

Julie R. Evans, Esqr 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4578787. I 



SUPREME COURT F THE STATE OF NEt YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X _ _ _ _ - _ - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
John J. Rosati, as Executor for the 
Estate of James V. Rosati, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 104696/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, a l l  claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

" f \LED Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without cos 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
r l r )  , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John J. R o s a t i ,  a s  Executor fox M a r i o  & DiBono Plastering C o .  
the E s t a t e  of J a m e s  V .  R o s a t i  Inc .  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
NO.: 10924-13 

MAY 1 5  2011 So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



Francis J. Langan 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 ork New York 
5h21 I \ 

Julie R. Evans, E#q. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335.00 F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 zo'' 

SO ORDERED, 

4578812.1 



536.06730/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable S,,erry Klein Heitler 
This document relates to: 

FRANK C. GULLO, JR., 
: Index No.: 1 0 4 9 9 9 / 0 1  

: (March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

VS. 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY LKJD-NT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEmFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

pre jud ice ,  and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without EsIsL E D 
DATED. \q\\\ 
E a s t  Hanover, New Jersey 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

& FLINJSI 

4 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 ~/ iizi ~ ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ ,  New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



John Paul Keith 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. 

Julie R. Evans, E 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.000 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 8  2011 
4578793.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 105230/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
JOHN KEITH, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaint i ff(s) , 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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: 4 \ A-7 ,2011 
New YArk, New York I n r n  

n I Y W  
\ \ , I  I /  
J W e i L .  Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S 



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 or NewYork * 
Frank Orti< Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.0000 F I L E D  

3 1 20" 
SO ORDERED, 

4578838.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Albert Thomas and Linda K. Thomas, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 105352/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

F I L E C  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
J/,! , 2011 

Y 

Samuel M. Mdirowitz/Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Albert Thomas and Linda K. 
Thomas  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

C#len and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
I n c ,  
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x - - - _ _ _ - _ _ _ I " _ 1 - - - - _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

01; 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. -.x 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Our File No. OS33S.00001 F\LE 
SO ORDERED, .. 

- _  
4578795. I 



536.10398/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ANTONIO MIGLIOZZI, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 5 6 0 5 / 0 1  

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEFU3D, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

LUXENBERG 

700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

yer, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF-NEWYORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X __________"__________I____lflr__r__rr___----------------------" 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X __________11_1_______________________rl_-----"----------------- 

STELLA MIGLIOZZI, Individually and as : Index No. 105605/01 
Executrix for the Estate of ANTONIO 
MIGLIOZZI, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC..,gtd. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE7 defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

I L E D  Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNTV CLERK'S OFFICE 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: -1 6 2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein He&r, J.S.C. 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARGARET D, SCHREIBER, as 
Personal Representative for the Estate 
of MYRON D, SCHREIBER, 
Plaintiff(s), 
VS, 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendan@. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN AEITLER) 

INDEX NO,: 105743/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE3 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 baing 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 me hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 
sp/ wc 

MAY 3 I 2011 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 New York, New Yark 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES, : I.A.S. Part 30 

X ................................................................. 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 106 190-01 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. & S.,  INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X rf-_l____ll_l__lrr_"_---------------I-I-------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

- 

FranTOrtiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

NEW YORK 
599 Lexington AVmNw CLERKS OFFICE 
New York, NY 10022 (212) 558-5500 

) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

161"11i 



X:/FB W422Ol/leeal/Mnrch 201 1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 119394/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEEFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all'co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be, and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, MAy3 1 2011 

VORK co"Nr, 
OFFICE 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 119373/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-*" 

s u  Halbardier, Esq. 
Attornev fa- Plaiiitif€s F Aittorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg s/ 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor $1 I / 

(212) 558-5500 

SOORDERED, -- 
Hon 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 119373/00 

ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' camplaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

u o r n e y s  for@LTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floo 
New York, New York lOE6 I L E 0 
(212) 313-3600 



- , -  

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, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq: 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.0000 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

MAY 1 8  2011 
4578794.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 106643/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LAWRENCE KELLY, 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

AC and S,  INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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: q, \ Ly ,2011 

e ifer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



X:/kBW43390/leaaL?March 201 I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RICHARD T. GROGAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 106644/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

"r B ,~~~~ -, ;;;k* 
c 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Y ork 10006 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ON BOILER WORKS 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 182011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 107095/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD SKELLY, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC,, hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) 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 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: 5/17 ,2011 
New york, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. F I L E D  Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 MAY 3 1 2011 

NEW YORK 
COUNT”Y CLERKS OFFICE 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 108012/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, Ne 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

MAY 3 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



536.07011/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

GEFLALD MARINGIONE, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 109016/01 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

FaPdEhE crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are herepy dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  

DATED : .-/t//Y 

I, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG B r n d m  K M .  m i Z ,  
GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

-. " 
SO ORDERED, 

Honorable Sfierry Klein Heitler 

MAY 18 n\\ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Salvatore Fragapane, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S .  Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 109204/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X l--_-____-_-___-_--__lll_____________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. , 

hereby requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono 

Inc., be dismissed with 

Dated: s, New 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

prejudice 

York 
+ , 2011 

and without costs. MAY 3 1 2011 

NEW YORK 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
S a l v a t o r e  Fragapane M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 .." 
18) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

ur File No.: 10924-1 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



< 

TMc:CCCjpk) 
51411 I 

Our File No 
S-5668-0 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _  _-...__.____________________--------------------------------- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY ROMANO 

INDEX NO. 
110165/01 
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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New 
New York, NY 100035 

- D York, Inc. 

New York, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No. : 1 1 043 8/0 1 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HAROLD MCGINN, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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, 

ORDEFtED, 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: ~117 ,2011 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

Jennifer Budner, Esq. 
SEGGL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

(212) 558-5500 

(3  szs_h 5 1-7500 
New York, NY 10022 

..+. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



536.07156/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable ,,,erry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

DANIEL MAYNARD PUTT, Deceased, : 
: Index No.: 110814/01 

: (March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Plaintiff, : Group) 

V S ,  

: NO OPPOSITION 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : \ w\ 1\ 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAR0 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J ) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
i Index Nb.:J 1 1 2 3 1 / 0 d  

RUDY BIBOW AND JOAN BIBOW, 12047 1/0 1 

-against- 

A. C. & S., N C . ,  et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
Y 4 4  ,2011 

Michele J. Mideman, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Rudy Bibow 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

m 

L E D  
1 

I 
700 Broadway ! 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1ooo~AAy 3 1 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

NEW YORK 
COUNw CLERKS OFFICE 

1235-04173 

(212) 509-3456 

so ORDERED, 

(N0042173-1} 

MAY 1 6  2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NATALE V. GRILLO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ______________________________-_______-_____-___-_---_-------~-------- 

Fn;TEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 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 KEELER-DOIRIR-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-DOFtR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 0s' - (6 * I I 
L' V 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 
COMPANY 

Harrison, N 
(212) 661-1 f5l  

Mby 5 1 za" 



’ ’ 
‘ SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I Defendants. i 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, I.) 
n THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

! I n d e x N p w  
JOHN CULLEN AND JOAN CULLEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Cullen and Joan Culle 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0893K 

I,lk’i’ 16 2011 
{N0042173-1) 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
41411 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 1fhi3h E D 

I 

MAY 3 1 ZU" 
SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5863-01 



7 X.:/dases/FBW43&82/1egal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES FAULKNER, 
X ................................................................ 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

122547/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

w 

Fi6-k Ortiz, Esq. suz . Halbardier, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. BARR , CTIERNAN&MOORE 

Attorneys 700 Broadway for Plaintiff 5bal I FULTON A t t o z o r  BOILER Defendant WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 ork, New York 10006 ~ p j  3 ' 2QIf 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

€3-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh 



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: 

ALBERT CONTENT0 AND ANNE-MARIE 
CONTENTO, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby 

without costs. 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK coum CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Contento and Anne-Marie Contento 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3454 (212) 558-5500 

2383-23532H 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 IndexNG-? 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUDOLPH BIBOW AND JOAN BIBOW, 

P 1 aint i ffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

: NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon 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. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10004 
MAY 3 1 20'' 

2383-236163 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 ) MAY 162011 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUDY BIBOW AND JOAN BIBOW, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i q -  MOTION AND ORDER 

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 York, New York 
v-2s- ,2011 

Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Rudy Bibow 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. bdp '3 ' 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-01993 

(NO0421 73-1) 



N Y C A L  
I . A S  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

PETER CONNOLLY, 

W E m F O m ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests suflzfnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, 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. 

York 09,1@.(/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti’ 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 8 80 

700 Broadway h Z E L E R - D O R R - O L I E ~ K s  QF$ICE 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) I I n d e x N G i >  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER CONNOLLY AND MARGARET 
CONNOLLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same ar 

without costs. 

L 

G+F 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peter Connolly and Margaret Connolly 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

1122-8383 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER CONNOLLY AND MARGARET 
CONNOLLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC, et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cop., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-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. 

U 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peter Connolly and Margaret Connolly 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

3-23534T 

(NO0421 73-1 ) 



X : / F B W 4 3 S S ! / r c h  2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

u 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE7 defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

u o r n e 6 f V F U L T O N  BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 1 4th Floor 
New York, New Y o v  $Ob 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 n (212) 313-3400 

-.- 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherri Kle%-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 1 1  1228/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT CONTENT0 AND ANNE-MARIE 
CONTENTO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

F T t  f! p,, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed wit 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
S b  ,2011 s obert Darish, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS om= 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Contento and Anne-Marie Contento 
WEEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO0421 73-1 } 
MAY 1 6 2011 2571-0796H 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT CONTENT0 AND ANNE-MARIE 
CONTENTO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 122&/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 dis and 

without costs, 

MAY 3 1 2011 Dated: New York, New York 
<? I( ,201 1 NEW YORK 

*~GLf34KS OF= 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Contento and Anne-Marie Contento 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
1122-6658 

h (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LJTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT CONTENT0 AND ANNE-MARIE 
CONTENTO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 11 1228/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$[it ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

{NO0421 73-l } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1231/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUDY BIBOW AND JOAN BIBOW, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
I 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
L1, 2 5  ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway MAY 3 7 Zoq1 
New York, New York 10003 YORK New York, New York 10004 
(212) 558-5500 

454-1464E 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042173-1) 

MAY 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 111231/01 

RUDY BJBOW AND JOAN BIBOW, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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 York New York 
9- 2 9  ,2011 

c 

Robert Darish, Esq.' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

I 

D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MAY S 1 2011 
YORK New York, New York 10004 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

257 1-OS33E 

{ NO0421 73-1 } 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(212) 558-550 

10003 
n 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-keitler 

York, New 
3 13-3600 

I 2071 



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.: 11 1233/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER CONNOLLY AND MARGARET 
CONNOLLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
7/49 ,2011 

F I L E D  
MAY3 1 2077 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peter Connolly and Margaret Connolly 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7886 

(NO042 173-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
NYCAL 

Index No. 1 15469/01 
EVA M. MAN, 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
-V- SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
FOR DEFENDANT 

HOLDING COW. 
A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG ROSS-SMALL 

CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et. al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Ross-Small Holding Corp. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Ross-Small Holding Corp. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Ross-Small Holding Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q \ a ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
I 

F I L E D  
DARGER & ERRANTE L 

EW YORK 
FlCE 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

(212) 452-5300 
~~~~~~~~ ~ 

MAY 11  2011 SO ORDERED: l+ 6 20111 



Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

1 1 

/@+l$L----+-y / 

f i k  Ortiz, Esq. S u z d h  . Halbardier, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I B A R R ~ C T I E R N A N  &Moo= 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, New York 10006 M ~ Y  3 

sb3/ Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 2QIf 
-313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



JAMES J. FAULKNER 

1 11226/01 d 122547/0 
ASSIGNED INDEXNOQ 
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 - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney o efendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

R I C H A V A E l I N E C Z ,  ESQ. 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 1 D 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain PlazaNE 
40 Fountain Plaza, Su-Nfl 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13409973.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. * 

: IASPart30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Defendants. 

X _-_-_-_--_-----_1--"__111_______________----------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Good ear Canada Inc. F r y  

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1001 8 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

~~~ 

Dated: New York, New York 

MAY 162011 SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEY5 AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PASERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDNA MCCUE, Individually and as Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOHN J. MCCUE, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 01 -1 161 46 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Ne Br nswick, NJ 
5yyI sy I \  

DATED: 

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, ESQY 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

McCue 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED: 

New York, NY 1 

Honorable Sherry Kle inwt ler  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, I.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 12 

JOHN CULLEN AND JOAN CULLEN, 

Plain tiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon 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 

Robbrt Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. John Cullen and Joan Culle 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway zmj 

New York, New York 10003 b! hv ' New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0893K 

:wi, i t j 2 Q l l  
(NO0421 73-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER CONNOLLY AND MARGARET 
CONNOLLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, I.) 

Index N F  
1 18687/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case,.pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, T i s h a n  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. 

M A Y 3  'I ZQlj 

C€ 
Y 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peter Connolly and Margaret Connolly 
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, 

3-235343 

{ NO042 1 73- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j T.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J,) 

j Index No.: I 1  1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETER CONNOLLY AND MARGARET 
CONNOLLY, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., st al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 

without costs, 

Peter Connolly and Margaret Connolly 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-8383 

{NO042 173-1 } 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLnTER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _-rr_rl__r_l"l_____l___1_______1__1_____-----------------------------" 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOm-OLIVER BOILER 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 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

. BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEIWED, 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

Russell S. Jamison, Es 
MlQRIN GOODMAN, 
Attorneys for Defendant NEW YORK 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite SO1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

MAY 3 1 ?oil 

D E L E R - D O R R - O L I W @ E B K ~  OFflCE 

(212) 661-1 151 

MAY 162011' 



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: 

CARMELO A. FICALORA AND VERONICA 
FICALORA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120388/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant. Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
/ L E D  

y 2 i- ,2011 

CE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-17838 

(NO0421 73-1 ] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

STEPHEN BOBROWICI-I, NYCAL 
1 1.A.S.Part 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Hcitler) 

Index No. 120388-01 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., ct al., 

Defendants. 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

X "--__-----------_-r-""-"-----~"---------"------------~"~-----~-"" 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests su~iimory judgment in the 

aboveatitled cnse. pursuant to Civil Practice Law mid Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintifps complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that irpoii notice to d l  ca-defendants, a11 claims and cross claims against 

0. be, and the sane are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 120388/01 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTINO AND BEATRICE 
D' A GO STINO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 claiqs and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby &niss&# 
', 
4 
t MAY 3 'I 20f t  

without costs. 

NEW YORK 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

-_  

- -  
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
M c G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Angelo T. D'Agostino and Beatrice D'Agostino 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0042173-1) 

2383-24604K 

MAY 162011 



SUPR~ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YON 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __l"_--------- - -_l"l_-------- - - - - - - l - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Angelo T. D'Agostino 

, -  e 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
n 

Index N 4  1203 88/0 d 
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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-. 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry PHeitler 

.- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00 

F ' k E f )  

4367690. I 



S-JPREhlE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " l l _ l _ r _ l - I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles H. Gee 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 ork, New York & 

F- 9 . AA7lhcj A&hd,+Z 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 

Y NEW YORK 
Julie R. Evans, E S ~ U N R  CLERK'S OFFICE 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

4367715.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo. 120388/0 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTINO AND BEATRICE 
D'AGOSTINO, 

0 
Plaintiffs, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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, F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

ICE 7 7  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Angelo T. D'Agostino and Beatrice D'Agostino 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 I n d e x ~ g ?  
: 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTTNO AND BEATRICE 
D'AGOSTINO, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Angelo T. D'Agostino and Beatrice D'Agostino 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

-.. _.. 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1 7278 

(NO042 173-1 ) 



Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 120390/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

r FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New Y 

:*- Frank Ortiz,Esq. 

'ioL E D 
+I 1 1  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

MAY 3 'l 2011 
NEW YORK 

CgJJNV CLERK'S 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

I IndexNo.: 123909/ , 120390/01 0 I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

-against- I I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant( s) , I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Vincent Cannizzaro 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-24585K 

N0035508-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 123909/01 
I 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
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 8 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 dismiss e f g p u d i c e  and 

without costs. 
7; 1, 

v.lrhv 3 1 m' 
Hkqv VOBK 

LERKS 0 ~ ' ~  

-. 

r\ & A G L k w d d  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Vincent Cannizzaro 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd F1 
New York, New York 10 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 11224172 

NO03 5508- 1 



TMc:CCfipk) , 

211811 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO 

INDEX NO. 
120390/01 
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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

dison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, N ~o+b,E D 

3 1 20" 
NIzW WRK 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No couNn CLERKS 
S-7514-01 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

' NYCAL 

' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

VITO CANNIZZARO, as Administrator for the : part 3o 
Estate of VINCENT CANNIZZARO, 

Index No. 120390-01 Plaintiff(s), 

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 

the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 York, NY 10022-6030 

599 Lexington Avenue 

536-3900 ."-_ 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYcm 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A,S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 

I 

I 
I IndexNo.: 123909/ , 1 0390/01 
I Q THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO, 
Plainti ff(s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., I 

I 
I 
I 

I Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

, ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby 

without costs. 

MAY 3 1 2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

7*-? MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

5 1s- ,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Vincent Cannizzaro 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
454-3258K 

N0035508-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO, 
I ; Index No.: 123,0yf@&& 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant@). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New MAY 3 'I 2011 
NEW YORK 

CLERK'S OFFICP 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Anthony C. Bagnett and Mary Jane Bagnett 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDER 
324-6334K 

N0035508-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
{ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 123909/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 
I 
I 
I 
I -against- I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
{ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
YJQ ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Vincent Cannizzaro 
700 Broadway MAY 3 1 ZO'' 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 N~w' YORE( 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1235-3700 

N0035508-1 



*. 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ------------1-------______rl______l____r--------"~---------"--- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-against- 

Plaintiff, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., &, Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

: IAS Part 30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , Ne York 5;1;.r/o,Z/ 
F I L E  

MAY 3 1 20 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMER 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street m' 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 N w  YORK 

y t MA New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 

muNpr~Rtc's OF"r'.F 
Dated: New York, New York 

- .". 
SO ORDERED: 



* 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES J. COUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 1 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo&, New York 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK . 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James J. Coughlin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-3673 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE BRENNAN, INDIVIDUALLY i 
AND EXECTJTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JAMES BRENNAN, 

i I.AS. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 120394/01 

j NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 @ prejudice and 

without costs. 
MAY 3 7 2Ult 

Dated: New York, New York 
r//q ,2011 

NEW YORK 
kTY CLERKS OFFICE 

tww lhkLSnyt 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James Brennan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 
- 

1122-7216 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0042173-1) 

PIAY 162011 



536.10338/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JAMES F. SMITH, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
EL ai. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable ,,,erry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : dr> 1 2 0 3 9 5 / 0 1  

(January 2011 FIFO Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUQGMFNT MOTIGU 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFOW, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

P i L E C  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without co 

DATED: $ & O h  
MAY 3 1 2011 East Hanover', New Jersey 

g/%e=L? 
JOHN E. RICHMOND, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG Y, GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN, P.C. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

11 
SO ORDERED, 



JOSE TRINIDAD, 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

: Index 120399 4 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND OlRDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., &, 

Defendants. IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , N w York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

B 
Matthew MacIntyk, Esq. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40* Street NEW YORK 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New YortXbpIQSBy CLERK'S OFF I- 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

.-% Heyer, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

! Index<+ ~ 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
GARY STEVEN HITZIG, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of SOL L. HITZIG and FLORENCE HTTZTG, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 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, Tnc., 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, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 MAY3 7 2011 

NEW YoRK 
CLERKS OFFICE 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE BRENNAN, INDIVIDUALLY i 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JAMES BRENNAN, 

i Index N .. 120394/ e 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in i,,e 

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 dismi F d  kiLp&lp and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
s/7 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of James Brennan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(N0042173-1) 

2571-0913G 

MAY 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

! I .AS.  Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HELEN CATALANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF FRANK 
C ATALANO, 

j 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgn ent in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

costs. 

Dated: New bvk New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Frank Catalan0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

7s-- 
New York, New York 10004 New York, Nkw York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e w  Klei; Heitler 

4543580D 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HELEN CATALANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND j 109549/02 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF FRANK 
CATALANO, 

j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

Dated: NewpjvuNew, 1;;; 
n 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Tnc. 
MCG~VNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Frank Catalan0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0896D 

(N0042173-I) 



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.) 

j Index No : 120395/01 

j 
Q THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HELEN CATALANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF FRANK 
CATALANO, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 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 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. F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 

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 n 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-17463 

(NO0421 73-1 } MAY 162011 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE BRENNAN, INDIVIDUALLY 105777/02 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JAMES BRENNAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgmen 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

in 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York r-74 -2011 

F I L E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 

Estate of James Brennan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-358 1 G 

(N0042173-I) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

,,idex No.: 1 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

o/a 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MICHAEL AMATO, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) 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 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, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: / 1o 
New york, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

€30 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This document relates to: Index ho.: 120430120 4 
MICHAEL J. AMATO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, 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 

dismissed with prejudice and 

C Y  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintisf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite SO1 
Harrison. New York 10528 
(212) 66i-1151 

..~. 



, .  . 
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.) 

i Index No . 20395/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HELEN CATALANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND i 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF FRANK j 
CATALANO, 

Q 
Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., JNC., et al., 

Defendants. i I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice 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 disrhissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Frank Catalan0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 I 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-16908 

(N0042173-1) 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA A. FLEMING, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES R. FLEMING 
AND LINDA A. FLEMING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j 
j 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

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. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

Estate of James R. Fleming 
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 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-8942 

(N0042173-1) 

MAY 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 I n d e x N o ( & z J  

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA A. FLEMING, AS ADMINISTRATRIX : 101 110/02 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES R. FLEMING 
AND LINDA A. FLEMING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., at al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmen in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition 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 prejudi 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y-a< , 201 1 

Michele J .  Mittieman, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of James R, Fleming 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 D 

SO ORDERED, 

I2350600 

(NO042 173-1) MAY 162011 



4 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
51411 1 

Out File No 
S-7575-0 1 

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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 



SUPREME c o u n  OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUDY BIBOW AND JOAN BIBOW, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag@nst 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L 1 - 9 - r  ,2011 

Michele J. Mideman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

YORK 
(212) 509-3456 

C o U N n  CLERKS OFFICE 
SO OWEFED, 

1235-04173 

{NO0421 73-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j I n d e x N m  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUDY BIBOW AND JOAN BIBOW, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j 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 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 CFOSS claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y 4 S  ,2011 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New Yo 
(212) 509-3456 

1122-01993 

(NO042 1 73- 1 ) 

MAY 1 6  20ll 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j J.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 1 

RUDOLPH BIBOW AND JOAN BIBOW, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 York New York 
q52< ,2011 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 3 1 20" 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-236163 

IN0042 173-1 } MAY 162011 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/41 1 1 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL RUZZI 

INDEX NO. 
120583/01 
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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

NewYork,NY 10 
4 Irving Place 

MAY 3 I 2011 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

CLERK'S 0- Our File No 
S-6545-01 



X:/FB W43Bl/ le~aLWwch 2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F JE ORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER n 
Index No.: 11 1223101 4 < 0 9 4 6 / 9  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 



WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. FI D 
Dated: N w York, New York 

. & ,2011 

/WEIw & LUXENBERG, P . C . 

MAY 3 1 2011 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 

'Attorneys for Plaiut$s FRIEDMAN LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 121 118/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 , New York, New York 1000 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 



N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 

NATALE V. GRILLO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOJLER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -----------------r__----~--~--------------------------------------~--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 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 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: New York, New York 0s'- ((7. I I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 
(21 2)558-5880 

(212) 661-1 151 

y\GE 

MAY 1 6  Z O r U  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_. .- .. . . . 

THIS DOCUMENT RJ3FERS TO: 

ALBERT CONTENT0 AND ANNE-MARIE 
CONTENTO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, I.) 

Index No.: 11 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against 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 i r e c p v c e  and 

without costs. 

MAY 3 1 2011 

cou~r, CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

y& 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Contento and Anne-Marie Contento 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-235328 



-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A.C. AND S., INC.,eJ@., 

: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCV DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New Yor flk 1 0 E 0 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. S h e r r y w  Heitle'r, J.S.C. 

MAY 16 2011 

Tire & Rubber 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 121734101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WOWS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

Attorneys 180 Maiden for Lane Plaintiff qE311, 
New York, New York 10038 

Halbardier, Esq, 
MCTIERNAN & h.l;b#EL E D 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor MAY 3 1 ?oil 
New York, New York 10006 NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED,- 
Hon. Sherry Klein-heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 11 1236/01 

ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 700 Broadway 

1 0003 
n 

New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 

New York, NY 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
, 



-against- 

A. C. & S. INC..,&d. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
1; 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada I 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

MAY 3 1 m 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY w w  
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 
ohn Richmond, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, h e w  York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

-- +_. 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 120 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES J. COUGHLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

/ NO OPPOSITlON 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross ,claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Michele J.  Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwel I Corporati on 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James J. Coughlin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-3673 

{N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

IndexNo. 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New,York, NY 

Joseph Williams, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

Buffalo. NY 14202 

Samuel Goldblatt, Es 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

Benjamin R. Dwyer B sq. 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlkr 

13409973. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S.Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 23909/0 20390/01 0 I 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Plaintiffls), I 

-against- I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO. 

I NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

~ 

I Defendant(s). J 

-*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 ~~ dismisse ~ g f e p r e l u d i c e  and 

without costs . iy 

NEW YORK 
L E R ~  oFF'G' 

r 

7 h u n  a/vcc/G-6L3 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Vincent Cannizzaro 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1122-4172 

N003SS08-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I I Index N e ,  120390/01 
I 
I 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I I 

I 
Defendant( s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
51s ,201 1 i&$w- MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Patterson Pump Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

/-"-----" 

WEITZ  ti^ LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Vincent Cannizzaro 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shefi KleHHeitler 454-3258K 

N003S508- 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S.Part30 . ~~~~ ~ 

(Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I I n 

; Index No(: 123909/0 120390/01 
I I 2 
I 

I 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO, 
Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. ! L E D  ; 
i 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

UNTY CLERK'S OFF161 

%&A & Z w 4  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Anthony C. Bagnett and Mary Jane Bagnett 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDER 

N003550S-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I LA.S.Part30 
(Heitla, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I 
I 
I 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO, 

-against- I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant( s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 1 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo& New York F I L E D  

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Vincent Cannizzaro 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 n . 1 (212) 558-5500 \ I  

SO ORDERED, 
2383-24585K 

MAY 1 6  2011 

N0035508-I 

..,. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; N Y C A L  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A,S. Part 30 

I Index No: 23909/0 120390/01 (a (Heitler, J.) 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO, 

I NO OPPOSITION 
A.C. & S., INC., et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant(s). J I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
Y/?. ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Treadwell Corporation Vincent Cannizzaro 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

700 Broadway MA'( 3 1 20" 
New York, New York 10003 NEW YORK 

12353700 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

N0035508-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. ,hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated New Yor , N e  York $/,gJ / 
F I L E D  

MAY 3 1 20!1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

y 7 1 W ' 9  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 MA 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/41 1 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EROTIDO LARRINAGA 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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, 

ORDElXED, 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. 

D a t e d A w  York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving PIa$g% 

w York, If4 3 0  

SO ORDERED: WY 3 1 2011 
YORK 

Our File No 'OUNry QCF/CE 
S-7575-0 1 



This document relates to: Index No.: 120430 

MICHAEL J. AMATO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _1--~_1_-1__________________r________l_r----~------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOLER 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-OLTVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without co ts. 

Dated: New York, N York -~ "" " +---..- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison. New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

so 



I ” \ \  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA A. FLEMING, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES R. FLEMING 
AND LINDA A. FLEMING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 1204 
f l o e >  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 r /  941 

Michele J. Mittkman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of James R. Fleming 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 ~ A New York, New York 10003 
12) 509-3456 

IERED, 
Hon. Shefi KieM Heitler 

1235-0600 

(NOW2173-1) 



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 
! (Hejtler, I.) 

[ Index No.: 1 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA A. FLEMING, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES R. FLEMING 
AND LINDA A. FLEMING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. F I L E D  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-8942 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 102387/02 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS JOSEPH CZORA AND DOLORES 
CZORA, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 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 York, New York 
MAY 3 1 2011 
MEW YORK 

C![( ,2011 

Michele J. Midleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas J. Czora and Dolores Czora 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0043781-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

______ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 102387/02 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS JOSEPH CZORA AND DOLORES 
CZORA, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEV & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas J. Czora and Dolores Czora 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3454 00 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO043781 - I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102387/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS JOSEPH CZORA AND DOLORES 
CZORA, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., JNC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with p r e j u r r c e D  

costs. 

Kerryai 
Attorney forDDefendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MOGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas J. Czora and Dolores Czora 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO04378 I - I  } 

454-4412 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK G COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102387/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS JOSEPH CZORA AND DOLORES 
CZORA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismisse 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas J. Czora and Dolores Czora 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6585 
MAY 5 ti 2011 

(NO043781 - I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102387/02 

THOMAS JOSEPH CZORA AND DOLORES 
CZORA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., I 

Defendants. j 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary I 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York s:/ll ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

2383-25188 

(N0043781-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS JOSEPH CZORA AND DOLORES 
CZORA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL ’ 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102387/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

without costs. 
\ LrTjand i 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201 1 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq.’ ‘@TUse 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs \>, 

Treadwel I Corporati on 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Thomas J. Czora and Dolores Czora 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-21526 

{ NOM378 I - I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS JOSEPH CZORA AND DOLORES 
CZORA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

NEW V M  Nn CLERKS 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas J. Czora and Dolores Czora 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-8956 

(NO043781 - 1  ] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS JOSEPH CZORA AND DOLORES 
CZORA, 

! 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
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. 

Dated: New York, New York 5-p/ ,2011 

Kentile Floors, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Thomas J. Czora and Dolores Czora 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-8956 

(N0043781-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
cowry OF NEW YORK 

j NYCAL 
I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 102423/02 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k ew York s7c" ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Morris Clemons 
wmz & LUXENUERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

2383-25224 

(NOM3781 -1 } MAY 1 6  201)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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102423/02 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, j 
AND DOLOWS CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et at., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York qq- ,2011 

h 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Morris Clemons 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

,New York 10003 MAY 3 1 2O1l 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
(2 12) 509-3456 NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-19802 

{ NOM378 I - I  } 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5 / 4 1  1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
--_-____---------_-..-------------- ~"...-"-~--"------------"~~~-.--------- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MORRIS CLEMONS 

0. 
102423/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests s u m m v  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 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. 

Our File No 
S-4990-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102423/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants., j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 with prejudice and 

without costs. E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Morris Clemons 
WEITZ & LIJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 ,, , New York, New York 10003 
13131 <nQ-?A<l;  (A 1 L', J v / - J T J v  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
S h e n w n  Heitler 

1 122-20320 

{NO043781 -1  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY j NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 e 103612/97 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dism' 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Morris Clemons 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-2033A 



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 (Heiller, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX i 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., XNC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New r New York s??? ,2011 

Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

'41 I -5 "'+" \ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs %< 

x 

Estate of Morris Clernons 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO043781 - I  } 



3 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ 1 _ 1 _ _  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102423102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I c " _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
-+sfkh- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON 

1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

M A y 3  f 2Utl 
VORK 

couNTy cLERm OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

4546676.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, 1.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

FOR THE ESTATE OF MORRIS CLEMONS, i 
AND DOLORES CLEMONS, INDIVIDUALLY, j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOLORES CLEMONS, AS ADMINISTRATRIX j &E& 1036 12/97 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary juLdment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

*%" defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

costs. 

Dated: New YorkDew York MAY 3 1 2011 

**,** ,,\* 
Attorkey for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Oakfabco, Inc. Attorney for Plaintiffs ", 7 

Estate of Morris Clemons 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0657A 

{ NO04378 1-1 } 
16 2011 



.. * 

. -' 

7104-193 (11) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

; NYCAL 
EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, i INDEXNO: 102733102 

Plainax 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

"against- ; NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
; JUDGMENT MOTION ANJI ORDER 
I AC and S, INC., et al., 
I 

1 

Defendants I I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Motion Control Industries, Inc. (sued herein as Motion Control 

Industries, Inc., as predecessor in interest to Carlisle Corporation) ("Motion Control"), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 3212, &smissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it 

is herby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and crossclaims against Motion 

Control be and the same are herby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs. - -  

B By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HARWOODLLOYD, LLC 

New 700 Broadway York, NY 10003 F 1 L E D ;z~g; 07601 
2 12-558-5500 20 1487- 1080 
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAY 3 1 2011 Attorneys for Defendant, 

Motion Control Industries, Inc. NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLUMYS OFFICE Dated: New Yor ew York 

M y  v ,2011 

SO ORDEWD: 
IN HEITLER, J.S.C. 

1770618-1 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC..,ad. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
4; 

against 'The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada I w b  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York MAY 3 1 @I9 
i t J ~ h  

WE112 & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY mNn 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The aoodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 
&John Richmond, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, hew York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102915/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 
Frak<Ortiz,Esi. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- - T T  Attorncys e Halbardier, for FULTON Esq. BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

5/kh I 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 SO Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 
.. 

SO ORDERED, 

I341 991 6.1 
MAY 1 6 2 ~ 1 1  



. -TMc:CCCjpk) 
41711 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4IrvingPlacef I) 
New York,N 10 3 

<-Xrn" 
MAY 3 1 20?? 
NEW YOHK 

COVNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
5-4980-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
___"_-_-__l___r__-l____1______113_____11-------------- X 

This Document Relates To: 

CAROL E. ANGELONE, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of RUSSELL 
ANGELONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. AND $,, INC, et. al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 104919102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismis it pre' dic and F I L E $  without costs. 

Dated: 1 20) 1 
New ork, New York 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 A 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 162011 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Rheem Manufacturing Company 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

the Estate of SOL L. HITZIG and FLORENCE HITZIG, 
Individually, 

GARY STEVEN HITZIG, as Personal Representative for / Index 
j 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissingplaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Jnc., 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, Tnc. 
LEWIS BRISROIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005 MAY3 1 2011 



Tfic:CCfipk) 
d- 51411 1 

Our File No 
S-4758-02 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

INDEX NO. 
105777/02 
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, 

D a t e d A w  York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff AttorneyforDe 
700 Broadway Consolidated of New 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

*- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY 01: NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 120 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE BRENNAN, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JAMES BRENNAN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled 'case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, I 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

gdp and without defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismi I 
I costs. 

Oakfabco Jnc. 
MCGIVNEY &KLUGE& P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of James Brennan 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-0913G 

(N0042173-I) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOClJMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE BRENN AN, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JAMES BRENNAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto,. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York rh -2011 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 

Ivwww "acTnfy/Lc fl 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James Brennan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 , New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-358lG 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/41 1 1 

lN RE NEW Y O K  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM C. BARTHOLD 

INDEX NO. 
105877/02 
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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5 154-02 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARION BARTHOLD, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM C. BARTHOLD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

Index No.: 105877/02 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E 0  
Dated: New Y rk, New York 

577 ,2011 

~~4~~~ 
Michele J. Midernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William C. Barthold 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway lm 7 7 2011 
New York, New York 10003 

ki& YUHK New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
OFFICE 

{ NO04378 1-1 } 

1122-19973 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARION BARTHOLD, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATTX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM C. BARTHOLD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105877/02 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

FTPg D defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi 

costs. 

Dated: N e w a p  New,:;;; 

>L! 
Robert Darish, Esq. 

MAY 3 1 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William C. Barthold 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

--" 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0948 

HAY 162011 (N0043781-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARION BARTHOLD, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM C. BARTHOLD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105877/02 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
s / f  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwe I I Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William C. Barthold 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0043781-1) 

1235-1 9448 

MAY I6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARION BARTHOLD, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM C. BARTHOLD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 105877/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q/bq ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William C. Barthold 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25401 

{ NOM3781 - I  ] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARION BARTHOLD, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM C. BARTHOLD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105877/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York 
, SPOT ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William C. Bart%)$ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. iv ' 7 2011 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 
(212) 509-3456 00 

i t '  b .', " ;;3j( 
ew " " W C I E R K S  OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6481 

I 

t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 105877102 

MARION BARTHOLD, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF j 
WILLIAM C. BARTHOLD, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

costs. 

Dated: New York>New York MAY3 9 3 m r  

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pattersin pump co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of William C. Barthold 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-5271 



ZOYHOFSKI , 
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt gl., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE$ defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Newff;k\p York 
MAY 3 1 2011 

r .  

p$j VORK FF~EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP Rgs QFF\CE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants T m v e & % r e  & Rubber 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

? 

i 

? 
s 



S JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN W NEW YORK CITY 
l__lrr____l___l___l___r______l__l_l_____-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles H. Gee 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WI-IEREFORE, 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. CRESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York srslrl 
F* . J h d  4ethddz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

J \  pi & 
Julie R. Evans, ESC~%UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our FileNo. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4367715.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
r - - l________________r_____lr____r____l___ X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Angelo T. D'Agostino 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York * 
Fr&k Ortii, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00 

4367690.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1203 
I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTINO AND BEATRICE 
D'AGOSTINO, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Angelo T. D'Agostino and Beatrice D'Agostino 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-17832 

{ NO042 173-1 } 



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: 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTINO AND BEATRICE 
D'AGOSTINO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12 
j 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Angelo T. D'Agostino and Beatrice D'Agostino 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-17278 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



. TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/4/11 

ANGEL0 D'AGOSTINO 

INDEX NO. 
1063 10/02 
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 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, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

PT'T8E D 
SO ORDERED: MAY 3 1 2011 

NEW YORK 
C ~ U N N  CLERKS OFFICE Our File No 

S-42 8 I -02 



Plaintiff( s j, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1063 10/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

532 12, dismissing plaintiff" complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. , MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 5/13/ 1 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 1000 F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 
(212) 313-3600 

b"." 

SO ORDERED, MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

CoUNIY CLERKS OFFICE 



* TMc:CCupk) 
51411 1 

Our File No 
S-4277-02 

I.D. CAPLES 

INDEX NO. 
1063 14/02 
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. 

w York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, N F O P  

SO ORDERED: MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUN~Y CLERK'S OFFICE 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
412911 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

Attorney for leefendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Y o r F d l b 3 & 0  

SO ORDERED: MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS O F f l E  Our File No 
S-685 1-02 



* TMc:CCCjpk) 
412811 I 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

...._._.__ "_________--------------~--"-----.--"----..--...-.---~~---~-""-- 

0. 
106999 2 and 11 1254/04 
A GNEDTO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY -7 JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

_________________.._.......---------- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

THIS DOCUMENT ELATES TO: 

RONALD PEPPERDAY 
I ORDER 

WHEREFQRE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

York, 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our File No 
S-5714-02 



L 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
YOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD F, HOGAN 
PLAINTIFF( S), 
vs. 
A.C. and S., ET AL. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO,: 108870/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

i WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Riley StoldCorporation 

New York, New York 1 f ’ u o  79 
233 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

MAy3 I ZO1f 
YO& 

IVw O&/CE 

SO ORDERED: 



nvlc:CC(jpk) 
51411 1 

Our File No 
S-4607-02 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

__________--_._.________________________--------.------------"-"---------- 

FRANK CATALAN0 

INDEX NO. 
109549/02 
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 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

Attorney fhdefendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 
N E D  

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YQRK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

MAY 182011 ".- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

/ IndexNo.: 12039 

i 
549102 0 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HELEN CATALANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF FRANK 
CATALANO, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 
! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., el 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., beaand the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York MAY 3 1 2011 

NEW YORK 5! 10 ,2011 

Estate of Frank Catalan0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-17463 

(N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HELEN CATALANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF FRANK j 
CATALANO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED? that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Frank Catalan0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

257 I -0896D 

(N0042173-1} x 6 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12 

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HELEN CATALANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF FRANK 
CATALANO, 

a 109549/02 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

I A, C. & S., INC., el a!., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., 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, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
costs. \ L E d P  
Dated: NewSYiptc(, New York 

,201 1 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Frank Catalan0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-3580D 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 120395 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HELEN CATALANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND i & EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF FRANK 
CATALANO, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ; 
~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby disrhissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

s\ y t  Dated: New York, New York 
, 2011 \ j  !"" 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Frank Catalan0 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-16908 

(NO042 173-1 } 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, 

Defendants. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

-*------- r"-"-....--"-----..l----------" ----r-------------- ""1 ---- x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The 'Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORJIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

BY B 

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street NEW YORK 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New Y~~~~~~~ CLERK'S OFFICa 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 



536.10338/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JAMES F. SMITH, 

Plaintiff, 

V S .  

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
2t al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(January 2011 FIFO Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment i n  t h e  above-entitled case,. pursuant  to 

:ivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

'omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

irejudice,  and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

P I L E I  :ame are hereby dismissed w i t h  prejudice and without co 

IATED: -do,/. 
last Hanover, New Jersey MAY 3 1 2011 

OHN E. RICHMOND, ESQ. 
EITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN, P.C. 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant , 
ew York, N e w  York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

11 
0 ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for TON BOILER WORKS 

700 Broadway - 1  ' 
New York, NY 1 OOO3 

Barry McTiernan & 
2 Rector Street, 14'h E:] L E D 
New York, New York 10006 



RICHARD DAY 

INDEXNO, fl 
1 06806/02 ae;" 1 10478/02/ 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendat Consolidated Edisori 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 

a dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F&&Q&L 7 %. $Q&/ Me)*Li)Z 
W I T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 5 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving 

3 G 9  

Mby 3 1 2011 
WkW YORK 

Our File No UNw CLERKS 

SO ORDERED: 

S-6851-02 

MAY 182019r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Sandra M. Miller as Preliminary Petitioner for the Estate of 
David R. Miller and Sandra M. Miller 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC., incorrectly s/h/a "R.T. 
VANDERBILT COMPANY, NC., Individually and as Successor to GOUVERNEUR TALC 
COMPANY, JNC." hereinafter ("R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC."), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Early Lucar li Sweeney & Strauss LLP 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 

Attorney for e% laintiffs 

SO ORDERED, q-7 
Hon. She K. Heitler 

150 Ea 
New York, New York 10017 
212-490-3000 
Our File No. 

MAY 182011 
4591392.1 



_- 

This Document Relates To: 

MONXQUE PELLETIER, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of GIRARD 
PELLETIER, 

Plrriatiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 120337102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ORANGE & ROCKLAND UTILITIES, e. al., 

Defendants. 

_-1-*c-----________-_1_11____1_____311__------ x 
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

without costs. 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Rheem Manufacturing Company 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 (2 12) 605-6200 
(732) 528-8888 

SO OFDERED, 



Emilio Paolini NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORJIER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

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 19017 

SO ORDERED, 

4546727. 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: 

ARTHUR NORLANDER 

__  
Index No. 126612/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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 
April 14,20 1 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Atlorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

(2 12) 79 1 -0285 

--. . 

Dated: 



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 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index N e = >  
104638103 
110744/06 

THOMAS FESHOH 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summaryjudgment 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 
April 14,201 1 

@ -  
-. fitJILCI b%&N 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pluintgf Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDE 

MAY 1 m l 1  Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



i 

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___-- -_l__________lr__l____lf__l___l____-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 110587/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

X *" - - - - - - - - - l l - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A, W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or ,NewYork L 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON C 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
HZiP&@ 

W 

NEW YORK 
COUNW CLERK'S OFFICE 



\ 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are' hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor ,Ne  York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. Sherry Klein HeMer, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ - _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ r _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ----__________I_______________I_________- 

This Document Relates To: 

Eugene Degannes 
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 - 
I"., 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, Ne'w Y o  
Our File No. 05335. 



Harvey L. Fleitman NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuani to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 I 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or ,NewYork 
4[5-/, I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. j 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON C O W  

New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 E D  150 East 42"d Street p 

M ~ Y  7 ? 2011 
F..lEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIE SO ORDERED, 

4578745.1 

I 

\ 
C' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 124331 0 0,100757/03 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THEODORE FRASIER, EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CLYDE FRASIER, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company,. Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \d 
Courter & Company, Inc. Estate of Clyde Frasier 2, 4) "+$I! L 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway piE-& YOF-1K 
York&IjNv CLERKS OFFICE 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
I 1  22-21 83 



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 IndexNo.: 124331/ c 3  0, 100757/03 
i 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION ANT) ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THEODORE FRASIER, EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CLYDE FRASIER, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
, 201 1 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 1 

Oakfabco, Inc. Estate of Clyde Frasier z 
McCrmu & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York 10003 ";"" 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2571-1 
SO ORDERED, 

N0040474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
X -__-______--_--___"__ll__________lll__l_- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Clyde Frasier 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 or ,NewYork 53;/111 

Julie R. Evans, Esq: 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 

A.W. CHESTERTON 
I50 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1 

New York, NY 10003 

4578759.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

&Aidex No.: 1 7+- 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 119- 

1 
e, 

LAWRENCE A. GIERMEK, as Executor for the 
Estate of FRANCIS A. LESNIAK, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S ,  INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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 op,position 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: April 13,2011 

W I T 2  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain t3 I 2071 

850 Third Avenue, SuiEd100 N&v yoRK 
, New York, NY 10022 u N n  CLERR~ ~ c F , ~ c E  

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108353/00 

Joseph D. Galante 
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 ork, New York * 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so om 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKO 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLp8&$Ew PORK 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

Attorney far Defendant cLE'Fs 
i 

f 
r 
f 
j 
I 

New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.0000 

1 2011 
h ' 4 V  

4570948.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No. : 100770/03 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD E. WYANT, SR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAN’) 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: 5/17 ,2011 
New York, New York 

MAY3 7 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

125766/99 & 107169/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & M 
2 Rector Street, 141h FIFI L E D 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 



536.17539/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable 

: Index No.: 
This document relates to: 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR., 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

: (March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

r) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporati 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c 

7 2011 

1 

GARRITY, GUHAM, MURPHY, GAR 
Attoyneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
N e w  York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
E a s t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

E 



VELPO JOHNSON JR. and MINNIE JOHNSON, : Index N 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 
, A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt A. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEKEFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ' 

Dated: 

WEITZ & L ~ N B E R O ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Commnv and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

V 
26Kest  40th Street 
New York, New York 100 1 8 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ l - - -____r_____________- - - -___ - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19394/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_____l"__-- - - -__r__r__rl l_ l______r______-  x 
This Document Relates To: 

Jose F. Fernandez 
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. 

a" & 
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 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335,00001 

FILED 7 

SO ORDERED, 

4578738. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - _ " " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " l l _ I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ l -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 19383/00 

Carl Kroger 
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 Yo k, New York + 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMP 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.0000 79" 

?,' 

SO ORDERED, 

4578798.1 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ad. IAS pa* 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I L E D  
Dated: New Y rk, ew York 

MAY 3 1 2011 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Go@!i!$qr%i%.ibber 

NEW YORK 
K'S OFFICE 

* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 
Lawrence G. Lee, Es 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York 

MAY 1 6  2011 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
~ 

This Document Relates to: 

_ _  
IndexNo. 1 

THOMAS FESHOH 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos C o p ”  hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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 
April 14,201 1 

-7 
-. hf J&/ hW..eK 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Y&BRADLEY,LLC 
dway, Suite 600 
New York 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

_ -  
Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler MAY 1 6  3611 

SO ORDE 

- - wwmd 



IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

BERNARD LEVINSON 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No:;- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

03/11 1594 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being -no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorieys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1002;f 1 L E 0 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, MAY X $mrv CLERK'S ~~~~~~ 

US-ACTIVE-1 05578206.1 

p i ,  



PRISCILLA CLEMENT, as Executrix of the Estate 
of GORDON CLEMENT and PRISCILLA 
CLEMENT, Individually JUDGMENT 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _________I_____________l_f_f_l__l_______---”----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS 

SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., (hereinafter “BUFFALO PUMPS”) 

by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

F\L- 

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Air & Liquid Systems Corporation, as 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

cessor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc. 

SO ORDERED, 



Defendants. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goadyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against The Goadyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withaut costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXkhBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL, EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated; New York, New York 

-.I 6 2011 
SO ORDERED: 



536.17539/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR., 
: Index N o . :  

Plaintiff, 

V S .  

: (March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, united Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and 

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatiop,# be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cokts. 
O Y I I ,  

t 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
\Tew York, N e w  York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 

anover, New Jersey 07936 

50 ORDERED, 



J 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 - " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 3 _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 16088103 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ c I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 c -  

This Document Relates To: 

Emkea R. Taylor, as Executor for the Estate of Walter 
Taylor, and Emkea R. Taylor as Spouse 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ 1 _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ c _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC., incorrectly sMa "R.T. 
VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC., Individually and as Successor to GOWERNEUR TALC 
COMPANY, INC." hereinafter ("R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC."), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Won. Sherry K. Heitler 

4591404. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ELLA RUTH MONTONEY AND DONNA JEAN 
WEESE, as Co-Executrix of the Estate of OSCAR 
DOANE MONTONEY JUDGMENT 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X __-”ll__*”____rllfl_I----------ll------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS 

SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., (hereinafter “BUFFALO PUMPS”) 

by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

11 

- 

1 

140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Air & Liquid Systems Corporation, as 
successor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc. / 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r r y w n  Heitler 



SUPREME COTJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: . 

JOHN J. DOUGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CHARLES W. DOUGLAS, AND 
ANNA 1,. DOUGLAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

P 1 ai n t i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et aZ., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice .and 

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

5 / L l  ,201 1 

,&*-. 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles W. Douglas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 Ad‘ (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

New Y ork, New York 10003 

7 !  
Hon. Sherry Kley  Heitler 

1235-1597 

(N0043781-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 118 

JOHN J. DOUGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE j 
ESTATE OF CHARLES W. DOUGLAS, AND j 
ANNA L. DOUGLAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

& 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby 

prejudice and without costs. 

d with 

MCGlVNEY & KLuGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, MAY 1 6  2011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-23910 

(N0043781-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. DOUGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CHARLES W. DOUGLAS, AND 
ANNA L. DOUGLAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defkndants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1.8505/98 
fl6ZD 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same s r p \ b Q s s s & i t h  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
cl4 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles W. Douglas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

d-j--* 'New York, New York 10003 a (212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler MAY I 6 20 11 324-3009,7750 

(NO04378 I - I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUN'I'Y OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 8 

j 
JOHN J. DOIJGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CHARLES W. DOUGLAS, AND 
ANNA L. DOUGLAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

PI aint i ffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
q t i  ,2011 

F D 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Charles W. Douglas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO04378 1-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1185 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. DOUGLAS, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CHARLES W. DOUGLAS, AND 
ANNA L. DOUGLAS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New Yor New York 
5-h ,2011 

-’  

Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles W. Douglas 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(N0043781-1) 

722-1706 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 117873/03 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD W. MITCHELL, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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: ,2011 
New York, New York 

.AL 

JennifehJhdner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 118351/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
THOMAS O’MALLEY, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff( s), MOTION 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“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, 

ORDEWD, 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: , 5/13 ,2011 
New York, New York 

Jlr ,&-\ C f d  1: 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, N Y  10022 

SO ORDERED, 



LAURA LANDINO, as Executrix of the Estate of 
FRANK LANDINO a/Ma FRANKLIN DELANO 
LANDINO a/k/a FRANK DELANO LANDINO, 
Deceased MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

ORDER 
X -_-----------------______1__________1_1_--~-------~---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS 

SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., (hereinafter "BUFFALO PUMPS") 

by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

same 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

MAY 3 7 ZO'' 

OFRE 
LAWLER & BUBA 

140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Air & Liquid Systems Corporation, as 

cessor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc. 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

cis 

Index No: 120250/03 

11 

Angiolilo Julius Greico 

. "  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly dh/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

- 
-. fl,&PC\ r-wcl'; 
I 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 
SO ORDERED, 

1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

F I L E D  Our File No.: 06507.010 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNTV CLERK'S OFFICE 

4546915. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ _ _ " _ 1 - _ _ - _ " 1 3 - - _ _ _ - - - - - I I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC., incorrectly sh/a 
CONTROL COMPONENTS INC., Individually and IS Successor in Interest to BAILEY 
VALVE CO. (herein after r6CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC.") hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC. with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CONTROL COMPONENTS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4+-- 

l)l,&Pcl k 1 1 t -  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4546905.1 



TMc:CCGpk) 
51411 I 

Our File No 
S-8036-00 

;E,r~2Fi2 
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 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

New York, NY 100 

MAY 3 1 2011 SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherrv Klein Heitler 

Attorney for Drfendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

. 

d 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/41 1 1 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company of New 
New York, NY 

SO ORDERED 

1000 

1: 

35 

Hon. 
Our File No 
S-7488-00 

York, Inc. 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., d. IAS pm 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New Y rk, ew York Llz5-L- MAY s 1 2011 

NEW Yaw LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Gow@%%!!ubber 

KS OFFICE 
I '  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 
ORDERED: so 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 106751/04 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

n 

Attorney for Plaintiffs . \ , N BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 

New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 

NewYork,NewYo 1 0 
700 Broadway 2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor ! 

FTLED 1 (212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

MAY 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 
NEW YORK 



1 , -  

Priscilla E. Dubois, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of Alexander J. Dubois, and Priscilla E. Dubois, as 
Spouse 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND I 
ORDER I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC., incorrectly s/h/a "R.T. 
VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC., Individually and as Successor to GOWERNEUR TALC 
COMPANY, INC." hereinafter ("R.T. VANDERBLT COMPANY, INC."), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

459 1400.1 



' TMcCCCjpk) 
412811 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

..........._________~~~~~~~~~- 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD PEPPERDAY 

ASSIGNED 
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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO OIUDERED: 
Hon. 

New 
_-_. " . 

York, 

Sherry Klein Efeitler 
Our File No 
s-5714-02 



X:/FB W39203 /4915Sle~~~arc l i  201 I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
HENRY M. NOWAK, 
_______________________________-_______-_-__--"-------"---------- 

Plaintiff( s), 

against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 10078 1/0 
125766/99 & 1 07 169/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

5 
(212) 558-550 

f i w o R K s  San a Malikzay Es 

Barry McTiernan & M e 
2 Rector Street, 14'h F l E  1 L 
New York, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 313-3600 
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

' 20111 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY’S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. .- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER and LILLIAN 
CARPENTER, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 14255 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I ’  
IATED: 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. TT:; JONICA R. “KOSTRZFWA, ESG. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
\ttorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP \).‘ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Gerald Clayton Carpenter and Lillian 
Carpenter 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 7 ,  

io ORDERED: 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 174 19/04 

NEIL J. DOLAN AND MARIE DOLAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 5p- ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.’ 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs I 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Neil J. Dolan and Marie Dolan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235- 19842 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOClJMENT REFERS TO: 

NEIL J. DOLAN AND MARIE DOLAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 174 19/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summaryjudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are 

prejudice and without costs. 

. .I 

1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Neil J. Dolan and Marie Dolan 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEV & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0043781-1) 



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: 

NElL J. DOLAN AND MARIE DOLAN, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 117419/04 

. I  

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs. 

h rejudice and 

0 
P .  
17 

CE 

Michele J. Miftleh~an, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Neil J. Dolan and Marie Dolan 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO04378 1-1 } 

1122-0614 

MAY 1 6  2011 



SUPlREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

LORRAINE PIETROWSKI, Individually and as 
the Executrix of the Estate of CHESTER 
PIETROWSKI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 121390l03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed h r di f;lerb 
without costs, 

M A Y 3  7 20tt 

illips & Konigsberg, LLP Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Rheem Manufacturing Company 
2430 Route 34 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) ' 

800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X ____II__________________rr_r_______l____----------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X __111________________lr_________l_______----------"------------ 

PATRICIA ANN RAMMACHER, Individually and : Index 
as Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD 
RAMMACHER, 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. IAS part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERE?,D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
GI q/ zo1( 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Eo 
ambini, Esq. 

BY 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
MAY 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA CLIFF AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE H. CLIFF AND 
PATRICIA CLIFF, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, 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 ork, New York ,srr ,2011 

FFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of George H. Cliff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO043781 - 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.) 

j Index No.: 104858/05 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA CLIFF AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE H. CLIFF AND 
PATRICIA CLIFF, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York MAY 3 1 2011 s /  !r ,2011 

FFICE 

Attorney or efendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of George H. Cliff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

FWW 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

- +. SO ORDERED, 

(N0043781-1) 

454-10498 

MAY 162011 



SUPREME COURI' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 104858/05 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA CLIFF AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE H. CLIFF AND 
PATRICIA CLIFF, INDIVIDUALLY, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k New York 
, sfi- ,2011 

L Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of George H. Cliff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0043781-1} 

324-8399 

NAY 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA CLIFF AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GEORGE H. CLIFF AND 
PATRICIA CLIFF, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104858/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tisliman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, w York ,F/P ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of George H. Cliff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

ew York 10003 

2383-27195 

(N0043781-1] 
MAY Xb2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
______l l l l________"__-- - - -___-- - - - - - - r - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

Robert G. Lorentz 

" 

Index No: 108351/00 

(gE$l 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 1 

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 
321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 

, prejudice and without costs. 

,, I, ~ &;". 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 1 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %s** '., WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 SO ORDERED, 
NEW YORK 

MA y 1 m y  CLERKS OFFICE 

4571042.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
y- 2 s - / /  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON C 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 MAY 3 1 2011 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUX 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 & M E D  I 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

4546721.1 



L 

Simone Backstedt, as Executrix for the Estate of Roseanne 
Backstedt 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104128/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC., incorrectly sh/a “R.T. 
VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC., Individually and as Successor to GOWERNEUR TALC 
COMPANY, INC.” hereinafter (“R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC.“), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC. with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
R.T. VANDERBILT COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

SO ORDERED, 

4591125.1 

2 12-490-3 000 
Our File No, 09030.00017 

MAY 3 1 2011 



L 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
51411 1 

MARTIN F. WHITE 

INDEX NO. 
1070 14/06 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

n Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4074-06 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY 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 
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: N York, New York -4t;c 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1OOF I L E D 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 

4546747.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______________l_l___l__l__l_____l_______" 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19383/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -------__l_________-_______lll____ll____- 

This Document Relates To: 

Giovanni Lattanzio 

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. 

r 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 

Julie R. Evans, Es<+"' 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

New York, NY 10003 Q A.W. CHESTERTON CO 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 1 

Hon. She$'K. Heitler 

4578821. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS SIGNORINO and MAE SIGNORINO, 

X 1,A.S. Part 30 - - - - - - _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ I _ _ " I C " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

(Heitler, J.) 
X ____l__"___-c--___3__--------------II- 

Index No.: 110058/06 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

AMERICAN STANDARD, PJC., et al., 
Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

- -x 
WHEIREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY, a subsidiary of 

ITT Industries," and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its 

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (L'Defendant''), 
hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 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. 

Signed by Defendant: April 19,201 1 

\ 
Signed by Plaintiff: ha A a? 

-. . - -- 

obert Komitor, Esq. Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 l* F1. 
New York, New York 10022 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7' Floor 

(21 2) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFW CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS FESHOH 

Index No. 126687102 

$E%---) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Gorp." hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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 
April 14,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pluinliff 

k, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDE 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Joseph C. L a g  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: NewY rk New York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 

MAY3 7 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

4546703.1 



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: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, THE EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM ANGRISANO AND j 
ANGELINE ANGRISANO, INDIVIDUALLY, j 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 116682/06 Q 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

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 § 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 ork, New York src ,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 r31n 3500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Srw Klein Heitler 

2571-0949 

{ NO04378 I - I  1 



I 
I I 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: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, THE EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM ANGRISANO AND j 
ANGELINE ANGRISANO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.. 1 16682/06 Q 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212,dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

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 

without costs. 

h 

* :a 
K%;ecI: 

Michele J. Midlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs y. 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Estate of Sam Angrisano and Angeline Angrisano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 ---"^ " 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22741 

(NO043781 - I  } 



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: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, THE EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM ANGRISANO AND i 
ANGELINE ANGRISANO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

" Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed wit ej di e a FlLFW 
costs. 

MAY 3 1 2011 Dated: New York, New York 
,201 1 

Kerryann 00 ,Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGiVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Sam Angrisano and Angeline Angrisano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

7 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0043781-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, THE EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM ANGRISANO AND 
ANGELINE ANGRISANO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N 4 - 1  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. , 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27529 

(NO043781 -1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, THE EXECUTOR 103682/97 
FOR THE ESTATE OF SAM ANGRISANO AND j 
ANGELXNE ANGRISANO, INDIVIDUALLY, \ 

/a [ IndexN 

prejudice and without costs. 

i 

i Matthkw h m p a r ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. Estate of Sam Angrisan t 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 00 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
I 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8752 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. C. & S., INC, etal., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

(NO04378 1 - I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ....................................................................... 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARTIN A. MICHALSKI, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N$-> 
5 1998 

1 13280/1997 
101498/1997 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suniniary 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 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismiss 
t 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

-...._.. . ,_ 

GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
1 IASPart30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York q+/ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyem Tire & Rubber 
Company apd Goo9ear Canada Inc. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40' Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York MEW ~ @ $ ~ E E v ? € ~  

n 

SO ORDERED: 
, J.S.C. 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
1/18/11 

- 1  INDEXNO. 
I IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 3 100021/07 
j ASSIGNED TO: 

_.._...._...___ "____---------~-------- - . . . - . . . . . - . - - - . . . - - -~-------- - - - - - - ,  

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARTIN MICHALSKI 
1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

I ORDER 
_______-__............~.~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 1 

3 1 20" SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4 173 -97 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARTIN MICHALSKI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S ,  INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.:100021/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 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: ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 

KAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

COuNlY CLERK‘S OFFICE 



- -  
This Document Relates To: 

GUNARS TRESS, and GUNARS TRESS, as Executor 
for the Estate of ANN TRESS, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 102706/07 

WHEREFORE, defendant FARRELL LINES INCORPORATED (hereinafter referred to 

as defendant Farrell Lines) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

it with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Farrell Lines be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Ruthe A. flepf, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendants 
335 Madison Avenue, 12th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 344-5680 

-* 

SO ORDERED, 



GUNARS TRESS, and GUNARS TRESS, as Executor 
for the Estate of ANN TRESS, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 102706/07 

WHEREFORE, defendant MAERSK B.V., formerly Nedlloyd Lines B.V. andor P&O 

Nedlloyd B.V. (hereinafter referred to as defendant Maersk B.V.) hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against them 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 Maersk B.V. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendants 
3 3 5 Madison Avenue, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, New York 100 17 
(212) 344-5680 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

202969.1 



1 '  Y 
IC 

_._. . 

This Document Relates To: 

GUNARS TRESS, and GUNARS TRESS, as Executor 
for the Estate of ANN TRESS, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 102706/07 

WHEREFORE, defendants ALCOA STEAMSHIP COMPANY, Inc. and ALUMINUM 

COMPANY OF AMERICA (hereinafter referred to as defendants ASC and ALCOA) hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against them with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants ASC and ALCOA be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

202967.1 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 
Attorney for Defendants 
33 5 Madison Avenue, 12* Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(2 12) 344-5680 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRIEDRICH SCHEUERMANN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

index No: 2008/117872 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I  
Dated: New York, New York 

SI2 I It 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

New York, New York 1002 

I 
: (21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 I -5400 

MAY 1 8  2011 
US-ACTIVE-1 05590331 .I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD R. PAUL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 2008/190020 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
512 111 

- 
Charles Ferguson, tsq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York I0003 

s for CertainTeed Corporation 

New York, New York I O k  I k, 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

M A Y 3 1  2m 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OF= 

MAY 18  2011 

US-ACTIVE-105581 777.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GLENN RITZEL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 2008/190269 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
421 I f  u WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTe Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1 02 F!LED 
(212) 521-5400 

MAY 182011' 

US-ACTIVE-1 05590207.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARVIN RICH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 2008/190271 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff inTeed Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1QD 

E 
\ ,~ F (21 2) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 1-5400 !P 

US-ACTIVE-1055901 14.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I . A S  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 index No: 20081190327 

ISRAEL SASONI 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$1' I '/ 

A --\ 
-',, 

Charles F w E s q .  
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

omberg, Esq. 
REED SMITH LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 05590305.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NQ OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

CORPORATION,” “ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually, and as successo~: to BELL & 

GOSSETT COMPANY and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING 

Ca., Inc., and as successor to G€UNNELL VALVE Co., Inc.,” and “KENNEDY VALVE 

MANUFACTURING Co., Inc,,” and its past and present parents, affiliates and 

subsidiaries and its predecessors and S U C C ~ S S O ~ S  in interest and its agents, heirs and 

assigns (“Defendantyy), 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, 

OfaDERIED, 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; May 4,2010 
- 

/“( L L b [  I 5 ,20 I I  

-L/ Cha&-Grpuson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 7 Floor 
(212) 558-5500 /- New York, NY 10 105 

MCGUIRE WO OD s LLP 
’Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
th 

> -  

(2j2) 548-2100 

SO ORDERED, MAY 16za1‘ 
Honorable Sherr&flein Heitler 



-against- 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Defendant. 

1 

WHEXaEFORE, Defendant, I n  CORPORATION f/k/a ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “SELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” and “ITT 

COWORATION, as successor to BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY Individually, and as 

successor to BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY, as successor to REZNOR 

MANUFACTURING” 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 plaiiitiff’s complaint against Defendant with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEFtED, 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: May 4,2010 

WEITZ LUXENBERG; P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attoi-neys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7‘’ Floor 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10105 
(212) 548-2100 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sheriwlein Heitler 

MAY 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O X  
COUNTY OF NEW YORM NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
GRAEIME DALZELL and ELIZA DALZELL, 

x I.A.S. Part 30 _____ l___- - - -___ - - l_________ l_ l_______  

(Heitler, J.) 
x _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ - - - - _ _ l l l l l _ - - - - - - - - - -  

Index No.: 190056/09 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

AMERICAN BILTRITE COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant. 

X _ _ _ _ _ - - Y I I _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ c I ~ - _ ~ _ ~ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - “ ~ ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION flWa ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as ““BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

CORPORATION,” and “ITT CORPORATION, as successor to BELL & GOSSETT 

COMPANY Individually, and as successo~: to BELL & GQSSETT COMPANY, as 

successor to REZNOR MANUFACTURING,” 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 plaintiff’s complaint 

against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

QRDERJZD, 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: May 4,2010 
F I L E D  

Signed by Plaintiff: 6.1 &L’\ :3l 20 1 MAY 3 1 2011 
I 

Ty CLERKS OFFICE 

Charles Feyguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

M c G v r ~ ~ W o o ~ s  LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7t” Floor 
New York, WY 10 105 .~ 

548-2100. 
. . 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 162011’ 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
S U W r n Y  
JUDGIb?lENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

AMERICAN BILTRITE COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant. 

X ___________-_____“-“_____lr l l__l__l___ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, XTT CORPORATION f/Wa ITT. 

INDUSTRIES, N C . ,  sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

CORPORATION,” and “ITT CORPORATION, as S U C C ~ S S O ~  to BELL & GOSSETT I 

COMPANY Individually, and as successor to BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY, as 

successor to REZNOR MANUFACTURING,” and its past and present parents, affiliates 

and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and 

assigns (L‘Defendant”), hereby request Sumnary 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, dl claims and cross claims 
’ 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Sigiied by Defendant: May 4,2010 

Signed by Plaintiff: b,‘\ Ll,L/\ I :3 ,20 11 F I L E D  

Attorneys for Haintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas ’ 
f’’ Floor 
New York, NY 10105 
(212) 548-2100 

SO ORDERED, 
MAY I S Z O ~ ~  



Plaintiff(s), NQ OPPOSITION 
IfSUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant. 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ r l - _ l l l " _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ ~ _ ~ ~ ~ - " - - -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT COWORATION fllda ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY," and "ITT 

COWORATION," 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 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Costs. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 

Signed by Plaintiff: b[ (>(,,(A I, :3 ,201 I 
l."- 
1 , -.. - . ,/ \\ f I 

\\-- +e.L---. 3--- (:-+f/ 

d -  
v.-, . "_-- 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . c. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 7 Floor 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
13 45 Avenue of the Americas 

'3 
th 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10 1 
) 548-2100 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 1 6  2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND OFWER 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al., 
Defend$ 

TNDUSTNES, INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

INDUSTRIES, NC., Individually, and as successor to BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY 

and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING Co., Inc., and as 

successor to GRINNELL VALVE Co., Inc.,” and “KENNEDY VALVE 

MANUFACTURING Co., Inc.,” and its past and present parents, affiliates and 

subsidiaries and its predecessors and S U C C ~ S S O ~ S  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 plaintiff‘s complaint 

against Defendant with prejudice, and there being 110 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. 

F I L E D  Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 

Signed by Plaintiff: b’l LL[-,[ I 2 ,201 f 
(s:<>L&-- -./-*7 - -- 1 

CLERK’S OFFICE ChEl%“%rguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. M c G u r ~ ~ W o o ~ s  LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yorlc 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7 Floor 
New York, NY 10 105 

th 

(212) 548-2100 

MAY 1 6  2011 SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190067/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND OFWER 

. 1 A.W. CHESTERTQN COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant. 

x - _ _ _ _ _ “ - - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ l l _ _ 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

INDUSTRIES, NC.,  Individually, and as successor to BELL Bt GOSSETT COMPANY 

and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING Co., Inc,, and as 

successor to GlCWNELL VALVE Co., Inc.,” and “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, 

QIRDERED, 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: May 4,2010 

Signed b-yLPlgntiffi 1 ku, p 3  ,20r \ I  

& c 2 , - 2  .* 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7th Floor 
New York, NY 10 105 
(2 12) 548-2 100 

SO ORDERED, 
itler PIA)‘ 162011 



Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant. 

x _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ I C _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ 1 _ _ 1 _ _ 1  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION Uk/a ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “ITT COWORATION,” and ‘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, 

OIRDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 

Signed by PlaintifE b-‘( LCb1 ,201 1 MAY 3 1- 2011 
i. NEW YOHK e::a 

Charles-kr@son, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

New York, NY 10 105 
7th Floor 

8-2100 

SO ORDERED, 



- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

IhT RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
JOKN W. STOLL and MARIA STOLL, 

X I.A.S. Part 30 - - _ _ _ l _ l _ - _ - - - - - - - - " - - ~ ~ - " ~ - - - - - - - - - - -  

(Heitler, J.) 
x -__ I_-________- - - - - -____l___l l________ 

Index No.: 190090/09 

Plaintiff(s), NO BPPB$ITIQN 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

AMERICAN BXLTRITE COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant. 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 - - " - _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ 1 1 c 1 _ I _ I  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT 

INDUSTRIES, N C . ,  sued herein as "ITT CORPORATION," 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 

plaintifp s complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

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. 
Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 F I L E D  
Signed by Plaintiffi E-iLCci p) ,20\ i  

MAY 3 1 20" 
_.C" -- 

_"  4 .. " _,*"A 

,/'/--- 

('* ;;-."2-: 
-._. pa ,I "d-v --.;-. 

Ch&s Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7t'1 Floor 
New York, NY 10 105 
2) 548-2100 

SO OTeDERED, 

MAY 162011 



BETTY J. CHRISTIE, Individually and as Executrix of 
the Estate of DONALD R. CHRISTIE, Deceased. 

INDEX NO: 190113/09 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

F I L E D  

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests NEW 'Y'OQK 
~~~~~~~ nrs.scg 

summary judgment in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, d i s m  

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORTIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 

THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO 
La Sorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 

1 8 98 t i  



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hdtler, J.) 

Index No.: P90132/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MQTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEXkl%FOW, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION EIWa ITT 

INDUSTRIES, NC., sued herein as “ITT CORPORATION,” and “KE3WIEDY 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 Sunimary 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 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,201 0 

Signed by Plaintiff: Licu, ‘t 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

7 f ”  Floor 
New York, NY 1 0 105 

-2 100 

SO ORDERED, 



THIS DOCUMENT KEL/<IES 'TO: 

MICJ3AEL GILLIGAN 

INDEX NO. 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTlON AND 
ORDER 

WhT.WXORE, de€endant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, lnc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Xnc, with prejuhce, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, ih2t q x n  cotice tc 211 co-defadmts, all claims and cross-claiims 

against defendant Consolidated Edkon Company of New 'dork, Inc., be and the same are he~cby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 
- - _  _ _ -  

Dated: NEW York, New York - 

Attorneys for Plahtiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consdidated Edison Company of New 
Yo& Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

so CjrnEED: ! L E D  
MAY 3 7 2 u ~  
NEW YORK 

Out File No 
S-5439-98 

CoUNn CLERKS OFjq~g 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX NYCAL 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l " l _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ l _  X 1,A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YON< CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
ALDO SCHINELLA and GRACE SCHINELLA, 

(Heitler, J.) 
X " l _ _ l - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l l l ~ - ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Index No.: P90232/09 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Defendant. 

x " l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " " _ _ r l I - - - - - - - ~ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - r  

WHEFWFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION flkla ITT 

INDUSTRIES, SNC., sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY," "ITT 

CORPORATION," and '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 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 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. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 

Signed by Plaintiff I-'( cC.L\ 1 ?.> , 20 \ I 
1. ' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7th Floor 
New York, NY 10105 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 548-2100 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPIPEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW UORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
JOSEPH GIANCQLA, Index No.: 190236l09 

x I . A S  Part 30 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ” l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - _ - - - -  

(Heitler, J.) 
l - - - - _ _ _ _ ” l _ r _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _  x 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

ANCHOR PACKNG COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant. 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

CORPORATION,” and “ITT INDUSTRIES, N C . ,  Individually, and as successoi- to 

BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE 

MANUFACTURING Co., Inc., and as successor to GRINNELL VALVE 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 plaintiff’s 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 dis 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 

h ~ A J I  I, 3 ,20 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attoineys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yol-k, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7‘” Floor 
New York, NY 10 105 
(212) 548-2100 

SOORDERED, 
Honorable gherry &in Heitler 

MAY 162011‘ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW Y0R.K CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IC 1.A.S. Part 30 _ _ _ l _ l _ * * r - - - - - - _ * l - ~ - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

(Heitler, J.) 

Tlzis Document Relates To: 
JAMES VUCETICH and JOAN VUCETICII, Index No.: 190%61/09 

. . > .  NO QPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

AIRCO, INC., et al., 
De fendant. 

X - - l Y _ _ _ _ _ _ - 1 3 - 1 - _ _ _ _ ~ ~ _ - ” - - - - - ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ -  

WHEFUZFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/Wa ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually, and as successor to BELL & GQSSETT COMPANY 

and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING Co., Inc., and as 

successor to G W E L L  VALVE Co., Inc.,” and “KENNEDY VALVE 

MANUFACTURING Co., Inc.;” and its past and present parents, affiliates and 

subsidiaries and its predecessors and S U C C ~ S S O ~ S  in interest and its agents, heirs and 

assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law aid Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
. .I + ^ % I  

QRDEFtED, 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: May 4,2010 

Signed by Plaintiff: ~ ~ C C C  i \ 3 Q \ 20 IL: , -  

,--- 
i -  

_-s 

CharleLFerguson, Esq. .-mil 

FFGF WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGUIWWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant y l~fl c 
700 Broadway 1345 Avenue of the Americ, 
New York, New Yorlc 10003 

W” - 
7 Floor .* * th 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10 105 
(212) 548-2100 

. . * . L  

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
x I.A.S. Part 30 _ _ _ _ _ l r - _ _ _ _ ” l _ _ l l - - _ - - - - - - - - - - l - - ~ - - - - -  

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates To: 
JOHN 5. FISHER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 190279l09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “ITT CORPORATION,” “ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., 

Individually, and as successor to BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY and as successor to 

KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING Co., Inc., and as successor to GRINNELL 

VALVE Co., Inc.,” and‘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 (L‘Defmdant’’), 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, 

ORDEFWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and tlie same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,20 10 

Signed byJlaintiff: 
,J /-- iII-i_‘). c I_+--_. 

Char ETF$guson, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of tlie Americas 

Floor 
ew York, NY 10105 

SO ORDERED, 



PI aint i ff( s) , 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 38 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190283/09 

NQ OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND OFWER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/Wa ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually, and as 

successor to BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE 

MANUFACTURING Co,, IIZC., and as successor to G W E L L  VALVE Co., Iix.,” and 

“KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING Co., Inc.” and its past and present parents, 

afiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, 

heirs and assigns (“‘Defendanty7), 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. F I L E D  
Signed by Plaintiff k---’\LCQ \, :3 ,201 t 
Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 

MAY 3 1 2011 
<..-d--- >-. (5)” ..-& CLERK‘S OFFICE 
1 Chades‘Ferguson, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MCGUXRE WO OD s LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7” Floor 
New York, NY 10 105 
(212) 548-2100 

SQ ORDEED, MAY 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCGL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTO$ LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
ELIZABETH MQNTQYA, Index No.: 190294/09 

x I.A.S. Part 30 --_lll----___------___l_______lll_____ 

(Heitlei-, J.) 
x _ _ _ - - - _ ” _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ - - - - - ” - ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~  

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

A,O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Defendant. 

x _1-_--____”_-________c11_______1311___ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/Ma ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC,, sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

CORPORATION,” “ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually, and as successor to BELL & 

GOSSETT COMPANY and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURZNG 

Co., Xnc,, and as successor to GRINNELL VALVE Co., I11c.”md“KENNEDYVALVE 

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 Suxnmary Judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint 

against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFUIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  
Signed by Defendant: M,ay 4, 

+_ LL>\Y <% 

Charles Ferguson; Esq. 
WEITZ LUXENBERG: P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2010 

201 I 

-- 
Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. ’ 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7 Floor 
th 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10 105 
-/7A (212) 548-2100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW YQRK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
NUNZY 5. MASSA, 

X I A S .  Part 30 _ _ _ _ _ " _ l l - _ r - - l _ _ _ _ _ - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - l - - - -  

(Heitler, J,) 
X _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ l l l _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ - - - " - - ~ ~ " - ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - -  

Index No.: 190299/09 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND OIWER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant. I 

X _ _ _ 3 1 1 1 1 1 - 1 1 1 - - 1 _ 1 - _ _ 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - -  

WHEBEFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/Wa ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY," and "ITT 

CORPORATION," and its past and present pareiits, affiliates and subsidiaries and its , 

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (L'Defendant)'), 

hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 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. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 
MAY 3 1 2O" Signed by Plaintiff: hC4 ,$ 1:s ,20 1 1  
N M  Yc)RK 

"- ou TycL€Rmo- 
~~~~ 

Charles Ferguson, Esq, 
WEITZ 62 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. ' 
MCGUKREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
j'' Floor 
New York, NY 10105 

12) 548-2100 

MAY 162011 
SO ORDERED, 



* NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

INDUSTRIES, NC.,  Individually, and as successor to BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY 

and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURZNG Co., Inc., and as 
successor to GRINNELL VALVE CQ. ,  Inc,,” and “KENNEDY VALVE 

MANUFACTUEUNG 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 S~mmwy 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 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,201 0 I 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1.3 

Afiorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the h e r i a  

New York, NY 10 105 
Floor 

(2 12) 548-2 100 

SO ORh)EmD, 
Honorable Sli6-y Kleh Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YON< 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ___________-______-_11__11____________  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATI~N 
_ l - l - _ _ _ _ _ _ ” _ r _ _ - - - _ _ - - - - l - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ - -  x 
This Document Relates To: 
LQREN H. PUBLICOVER arid JACQUELINE PUBLICOVER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYGAL 
LA.$. Part 30 
(Heitlei-, J,) 

Index No.: 190336/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa I l T  
INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” and “ITT 

CORPORATION,” 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 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without i 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 

Signed by Plaintiff \a\, C t t \  I , 20  1. 
- 

. A“-=>L 
.=. --a7. ~ /’- w./J 

1 ---” 
,E* 

Charles I k r g u d ,  Esq. 
W e m  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. 

MCGUIREWOODS Attorneys for Defendant LLP F I L E D  
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7 Floor MAY 3 1 2011 th 

New York, NY 10 105 
212) 548-21 00 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



Ir I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

JN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
JOSEPH KQEHLER and CAROL ANN KOEHLER, 

X 1.A.S. Part 30 l _ l _ ” _ l _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _  

(Heitler, J.) 
x l l ”_______”_-__r_ l____l__ l______l l l___ 

Index No.: 190348/09 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant. 

-x ----_--_______--__--111___111________ 

WHEFWFQRE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/Wa ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as ““BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

CORPORATION,” and “ITT INDUSTRIES, @E., Individually, and as successor to 
BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE 

MANUFACTURING Co., Inc., and as successor to GRINNELL VALVE 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 Summay 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 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. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,20 10 

Signed by Plgintiff: 

, , ,++-I+‘ 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 7 Floor 
(212) 558-5500 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

New York, NY 10105 

th 

12) 548-2100 

SO ORDERED, 
MAY 1 6 20111 



Flaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC,, et al., 
Defendant. 

-X _ - - l l l l l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ _ - ~ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ ~ ~ ~ _  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/Wa ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” and “ITT 

CORPORATION,” 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 plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFtDERED, 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. 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,20 10 

Signed by Plaintiffi weuYc/: u3 ,20 Ii 

c:+- ,’< s*e-pl -./,J EW YORK TL.”-+- -_ * - _  ._ 

CLERKS oFFiCE I _  /” 
Charles Ferguson, Esq, 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P . c. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7t‘1 Floor 
New Yorlc, NY 10 105 

12) 548-2100 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY QF NEW YORlr;. NYGAL 
_ _ _ l ” l l _ ” _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l l l - ” ~ - ” ~ ” - - - - - - - - - ~ -  x I.A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION {Heitler, 3.) 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Documelit Relates To: 
VINCENT CARROLL and MARY JOYCE CARROLL, Index No.: 190357/09 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT 

INDUSTNES, INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” aid 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 ta 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 

8 
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 

Signed by Plaiiitiffi ~JJL( { ,> 
d 

‘ 7  

fl.9 - -- - f -  , +b 
CharlekF&guson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 7 Floor 
(212) 558-5500 

M c G u r ~ ~ W o o ~ s  LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

New Yol-k, NY 10105 

th 

(212) 548-2100 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ 1 _ c _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190358/09 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X __________""_lr__l___-- - - - - - - - - - I - - I - -" - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Eugene F. Walsh NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

<-1,2111 

&&-J 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXEKBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335.00 

SO ORDERED, 

4150309.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRM NYCAE 
l l _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ l _ _ ” _ l _ _ - ~ - - - - - - - ~ - ~ - - - - -  x I.A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YOKM CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
CLIFTON BOUCHEE a id  MARGARET AMANDA 
JEFFERSON BQUCIIEE, 

(Heitler, J,) 
_ _ _ ” _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ - _ l l - - _ _ - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~  x 

Index No.: 190361/09 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND OFtDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al., 
Defendant e 

_ _ _ _ “ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ “ “ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ 1 _ 1 _ _  -X 

WHEFWFQRE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fk/a ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT 

INDUSTIUES, INC., Individually, and as successor to BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY 

and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING Co., Inc., and as 

successor to GRINNELL VALVE Co., Inc.,” and “KENNEDY VALVE 

MANUFACTURZNG Co., Inc.,” and its past and present parents, affiliates and 

subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and 

assigns (“Defendant7’), 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 

F I L E D  against Defendant, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

costs. 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq? 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7fh Floor 
New York, NY 10105 
(212) 548-2100 f l  

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDEED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW Y Q M  NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

_ l _ l l l - _ _ - _ _ _ l _ ” _ _ _ _ l l l - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ” ~ ~ ~ ~ - - -  X 

IN RE: NEW YORM CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
ROBERT MCCALLY and ANGELA MCCALLY, 

___l”_-_--___l_l l l l__r_l______l_______ X 

Index No.: 190372/09 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND OlRDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al,, 
* Defendant. 

_____-__- -____________11__31_______1 , --x 

WHEREFOFtE, Defendant, ITT COWORATION f/Wa ITT 

INDUSTRIES, NC., sued herein as “ITT CORPORATION,” and its past and present 

parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its 

agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendantyy), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs coniplaint 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. 

Signed by Defendant: 

Signed by Plaintiff: 
J 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the 
7fh Floor 
New York, NY 10 105 

M 4 0  1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS NYCAL 
_ I f _ - - - - - - _ - _ ” ” _ _ _ l _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  X 1.a.s. Part 30 
IN €E: NEW YO= CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
ORISON CASS, Index No.: P90375/09 

(Heitler, J.) 
--x _ ” _ _ _ - - - - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
* -against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

A D .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 
Defendant. 

-X _ _ - “ - _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ r - l l _ l l - - l l - - - - ” ~ ~ ~ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _  

WHEFKEFOFW, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC,, sued herein as “BELL & GQSSETT COMPANY,” and “ITT 

CORPORATION,” 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, disniissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with 

s 

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. 

Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 

Signed by Plaintiff: ( ~ [ C J L I J I  1 Ly ,20 \ 1 
I 

Attorneys for Defendant LED 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1345 Avenue of the Ameri&~@~ 
7*h Floor 
New York, NY 10 F 
(212) 548-2100 - 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Kkfn Heitler 



P 1 aint i ff( s) , NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

AND ORDER 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

ALLIANCE LAUNDRY SYSTEMS LLC, et al., 
Defendant. 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ ” l - l _ - l l - - - - - - - - - - - ” - ” ~ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION EIWa ITT 

INDUSTRIES, INC., sued herein as “’BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” and “ITT 

CORPORATION,” and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its 

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (L‘Defendant”), 

hereby request Summary Judgment in tlie above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEFWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a n h i t  o t 
costs. .r  I L E  D 

MAY s 1 2011 Signed by Defendant: May 4,2010 

NEW YORK Signed by Plaintiff: b, CLL~ \ 3 , 2 0  I I  
< *-pLblTT COUNTY CLERKS OFFlCE 

\ 

&+”-. / 

Charle-erguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 7 Floor 
(212) 558-5500 

MCGUREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

New York, ‘MY 10 105 

th 

(212) 548-2100 

MAY 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

DANK0 ORBANIC 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewY rk New York 
s - P I  2 11 e/. - 

Charles F e r g u s w q .  
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERRS OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

DANK0 ORBANIC 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
s-12 I l l  

WElTZ 81 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Cor r 

New York, New York 10022 
599 Lexington Avenue %p 

US-ACTIVE-1 05578570.1 



JOHN K. RUGGLES, and KATHLEEN M. 
OREFICE, as Co-Executors for the Estate of 
WILLIAM A. RUGGLES, and PATRICIA 
RUGGLES, Individually, 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

i 
Plaintifqs), : Index No(s). : 190024-1 0 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : 

Defendants. 
X __-----__----r____________I_____________-""-------------~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32lJ, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New Yor s 
David A. Chandler, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Alford Kneis, Es 

NE CO. MAY 3 1 2011 __.  . 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue NEW YORK 
(212) 558-5500 - s w , y o r k ,  NY 'Oo= CLERKS OFFfCE 

SO ORDERED, 



JOHN RUGGLES and KATHLEEN M. 
OREFICE, as Co-Executors for the Estate of 
WILLIAM A. RUGGLES, and PATRICIA 
RUGGLES, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Index No.: 190024-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, WC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are here F d i r r d g b  

prejudice and without costs. 

1 David Chandler, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MAY 3 I 2011 
NEW YWK 
lY CLERKS WFW 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f M a  American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-1 8 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

_I*__. .. 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable S e K .  HMler 

MAY 16ZO11 



SALVATORE FERRARI, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- QRDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -_--______________________t__r______t___------------------------------ 

'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. 

OjWEh!E.D, 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 P k b t G e n c e  

and without costs. 

Dated: 
Harrison, New York QS. 6. I I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Ptaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

n 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROLAND BARBIER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ETAL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190070/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT HOMBERGER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 201 011 901 62 

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 Rul 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, 

x - .  
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

&EED SMITH LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 100 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 05574524.1 



Louis DiGilio 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 with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 6 
WEITZ & LUXENBM, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, -- 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

EDELMAN DIC RLLP 
Attorney for @;my 
A.W. Chested 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File Number: 05335.00001 

4351574.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._. 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, S.) 

RICHARD W. DUQUETTE AND DORIS H. DUQUETTE, Index No. I90 I 82/20 1 0 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et a]., including 
ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC. (incorrectly sued herein as 

“ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, LLC”) (“ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC.”) hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Dated: New York, New York 
May 16,201 1 

Brian Early, Esq. 
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Durrell R. Dlrlton and Joanne J. Dalton 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, NY IO0 I7 
(2 12) 984-2233 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Advunce Auto Parts, Inc. 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shirley Klkin Heitler 



SUPRF,ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 
X _____1_1__-_--------------------------"---------------------- 

Index No: 190184/10 

Anita Scardino and Donald Scardino, as Co-Executors 
of the Estate of Xavier Scardino, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OftBER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS 

__1"__"1_____________----1------------------------------------- 

* 

SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. ("BUFFALO PUMPS") by its 

attorneys, WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

costs. 

Erica'V. Cesaro, Esquire 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
800 Third Avenue, 13* Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

RAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

ir & Liquid Systems Corp., as successor 
merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc. 

SO ORDERED, 

Erica'V. Cesaro, Esquire 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
800 Third Avenue, 13* Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

J o H .  Howarth, Esquire 
WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Air & Liquid Systems Corp., as successor / 

merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

M y  1 8 2811 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___“_ I_c__________-__________c l l r_______-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190 184/10 

Xavier Scardino and Anita Scardino 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTQN 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. 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 13” Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

New York, New York 10017 

4 137 1 99. I 



\ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VINCENT DRAGONE, 
Plain tiff(s), 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP. AS 
SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO 
BUFFALO, ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190192/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND I 

I 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

lMdd%Esq.r)ocJ i h A 1 C L  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  

Stoker Corporation 
233 Broa 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD DUMMITT AND DORIS KAY 
DUMMITT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. W. CHESTERTON GO., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,; 190196/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Falk Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

Complaint against defendant, Falk Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Falk Corporation 
MCGWNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4’h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

87566 

{NOOSO296- I ) MAY 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

WILHELM PRANGE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 201 0/190226 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 

Kromberg, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 P:* !' ! 

d j & P I  

MAY 1 8 ZOl? 

US-ACTIVE-1 05590097.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 

(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 201 0/190243 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALPHONSE. MAGLIO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ 81 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022P 

sz8i23l  

SO ORDERED, --+&$&-"- 
(212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

Hon. Sh Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 05578283.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGEMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X __________I___r_---________l_l__l__r____-----------"--------- 

This Document Relates to: 

Lowell Cooper v. Air and Liquid 
Systems Corporation et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS SUCCESSOR BY 

MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. "BUFFALO PUMPS" by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, 

LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants BUFFALO 

PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- 

defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 1(. 6 I I 
New York, New York 

Ed rd J. Wilbraham, Esquire 

140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 1005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Air and Liquid Systems Corp., as successor 
by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc 

W 1 BRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 

SO ORDERED: 

Pa& Burshtyn, Esquire 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10 0 
Attorney for Plai 



WHEEFORE, defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. by its attorneys, 

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaht 

against defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: &*ON 

2'40 Broadway, 46th Floor- 
WEI=TY& LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadwav D 
New York, N k  10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant, MAY 3 1 2011 

New York, NY 10005 

Mannington Mills, Inc. yoRK 
"UNJY C E R ~  OFFICE 

MAY 182011 
SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION AS 

SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., (HEREINAFTER "BUFFALO 

PUMPS") by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests sutntll~try 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO 

BUFFALO PU 

700 Broadway Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffcs) 

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGEMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ____________________________1__111______"-------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Mullen v. Air and Liquid 
Systems Corporation et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS SUCCESSOR BY 

MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. "BUFFALO PUMPS" by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, 

LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants BUFFALO 

PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- 

defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, Nu 1005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Air and Liquid Systems Corp., as successor 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPRIE=ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH MULLEN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ETAL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERFtY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190270/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

costs. n 

WEITZ & L 
- -  

(UXENBERG, P.C. WATER$, MPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneyswr Riley Stoker Corporation 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway 3 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

New York, New York 

a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - x  
IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S,, et a l . ,  

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

1 P2V 
INDEX NO. -1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUME4ARY mWENT 
MOTQN AND O R D L  R 

Inc., hereby request 

summary judgment: in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi 

Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plaintiffs 

Complaint against defendant Goulda Pumps Inc., with prejudice, an 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims an 

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
hAv / u, Z d / [  

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
ROBERT THATER 
7 0 0  Broadway 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, New York 

G o u l d s  Pumps Inc. 

E 2 P K  

201l (718) 855-9000 
e No. : 6 7 5 4 - 1 1 1 1 ~ ~ ~  3 1 

So Ordered: 

13 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

~- 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY HERBIN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 201 011 9031 3 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6-12 1 '( 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York I0003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed 

New York, New York 1002 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

MAY 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-1 0557451 2.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

index No: 201 011 90314 

ANGELINA VlNTlClNQUO 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 4  11 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York IO003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

New York, New York 10022 \ L 
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 05590429.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.1 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. I  

Index No: 201 0/190315 

RICHARD FOLEY 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
se[2111 

\ 

Charles F e r g u s m  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

M D  SMITH LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

EofzL E a 599 Lexington Avenu 
New York, New York 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

MAY 3 1 2VV 
NEW YORK 

W N T V  CLERICS OFPIC& so ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 05574491 I 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

EMMANUEL PAPOULIAS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 2010/190316 

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 R iles 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

MAY 1 8 31131 
SO ORDERED, 

MP;Y 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-1 05578623.1 P 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGEMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ________________________________________--------"-~~-------"- 
This Document Relates to: 

Robert Cristiano v. Air and Liquid 
Systems Corporation et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS SUCCESSOR BY 

MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. "BUFFALO PUMPS" by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, 

LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants BUFFALO 

PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- 

defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Jowowdr th ,  Esquire 
Ed ard J. Wilbraham, Esquire 

140 Broadway, 46th  Floor 
New York, NY 1005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Air and Liquid Systems Corp., as successor 
by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc 

W l BRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorney for Plaintiff MAY 3 1 2017 

NEW YORK 
COUNW CLERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT CRlSTlANO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 2010/190317 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SI4 \I g)) 

Charles FerguGn, LW 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

New York, New York I002 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 05574443 1 

MAY 1 ti 2011 



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 

ROBERT CRISTIANO and CONCE'ITA CRISTIANO, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No. 190317-2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et 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 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, l z th  Floor F I L E D 
Newark, NJ 07102 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(973) 242-0002 (212) 558-5500 MAY 3 1 mi1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X NYCAL _______________-I_____________________II------------~~"~~----~-- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

r X ................................................................ 
This Document Relates to: 
MARY J. KEENAN AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF M O W S  J. KEENAN 
AND MARY 3. KEENAN AS SPOUSE 

Index No. 10-1 90322 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC.; 
ET AL 

X --1------------------------------------------------------~~~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendants ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL7 INC. hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12,, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, 

INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
F 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC,, be and the same hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April e 201 1 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue 
20fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

W'CLERK'S OFFICE 
LA SORSA & BENEVENAW 
3 Barker Avenue 
White Plains, NY 10601 

BRIAN EARLY, ESQ. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

THOMAS M. BENEVENTANO ESQ. 
Attorney for Defendant 

MORRIS J.  KEENAN ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL. mc. 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler J.S.C. 



IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ISRAEL SASONI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 201 0/190327 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R lles 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Charles Fe 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC 

New York, New York 100 
(212) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 1-5400 

US-ACTIVE-105590316.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 2010/190351 

ANTHONY CORINO, JR. 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
d g  /I/ 

Charles Ferg uson, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, e 
Hon. Sherry K. Hdtler 

US-ACTIVE-1 05574375.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 

This Document Relates To: 

ESTATE OF GIULIO LOCCISANO 

New York City Asbestos Litigation 
(NYCAL) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No.: 190357/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
'UDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

RE: APRIL 2011 IN EXTREMIS 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WIRE BELT COMPANY OF AMERICA hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to CPLR $3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' 

Complaint against Defendant WIRE BELT COMPANY OF AMERICA with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant WIRE BELT COMPANY OF AMERICA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: fl&r / & 201 1 

F I L E D  
MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK " 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 101 19-3701 
Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 

SF"% 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ARTHUR J. MEDIATE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 201 0/190358 

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 Rul S 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
st+ 

z 1-^> > WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 05578478.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ARTHUR J. MEDIATE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 201 0/190358 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant Dana Companies, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

Charles Ferg-c 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1002 
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 I -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 05578505.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND E. WOOLSEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 201 011 90365 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 05590533.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ARUNKUMAR PATEL 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 201 011 90370 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

Charles Ferg 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 F I L E D  (2 I 2) 52 I -5400 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

US-ACTIVE-1 05581 579.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

I N  R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I . A . S .  Part 30 

. -  . - . . _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
MICHAEL C .  SACCENTO and CATHERINE INDEX NO. 190376/10 
SACCENTO, 

_ . ~  l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _  -X NY CAI, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C, & S., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Gouids ?urr.ps Inc , hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi 

Practice Law and Rules Section 5321.2, dismissing plaintiffs 

C o m p l a i n t  against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with p r e j u d i c e ,  an, 

there being no opposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon not ice  to all cc-defendants, a l l .  claims an 

cross  claims against defendant Gouids Pumps Inc. , be dismissed w i t  

p r e jud ice  and without cos ts .  

W e i t z  6r ~ u x e n w . 6 .  
Attorneys f o r  P i n t i f  f - 
MICHAEL C. SACCENTO Goul d s  Pumps I n c .  
700 Broadway 177 !VlonCague Street  
N e w  York, New York 10OC3 Rroc~klyn, N e w  York 1 1 2 0 1  

( 7 1 8 j  84';F;-I3OOG 
O u r  F i le  No. : 6754-11160 

So Ordered: -- 

ICE 

m 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 201 0/190399 

THOMAS J. COYNE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as 

Dana Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

3 Charles Fergus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

dEED SMITH LLP - 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 05574399.1 
MAY 1~20111 



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 

LOUIS ODDO, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

Index No. 190414-2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS'CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C., 

Defendants. 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. 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, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  al l  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. 

D 
MAY 3 1 201t 

Attorneys for Phintflfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 NEW YORK 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 COUNTY CLERK'S OF FlCE 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L. L. C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 

I _  . .  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleinMeitler, J.S.C. 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

ELECTRO-MOTIVE DIESEL, NC.; et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, ELECTRO-MOTIVE DIESEL, 

O'NEIL, RICCl, CEDRONE & DiSTPIO, hereby requests summary 

JNC., by their attorneys, LAWN, 

udgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant, ELECTRO-MOTIVE 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, 

ELECTRO-MOTIVE DIESEL, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoui 

Electro-Motive Diesel, Inc. 

SO ORDEED: 

NEW YORK 
COUNTv CLERK'S OFFICE 



0 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

DETROIT DIESEL CORPORATION; et ai. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DETROIT DlESEL CORPORATION, by their attorneys, LAVIN, 

O'NEIL, RICCI, CEDRONE & DiSIPIO, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant, DETROIT DIESEL COWORATION, with prejudice, and there being na opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, 

DETROIT DIESEL CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoui 

costs. 
Dated: New Yc& York 

,2011 

RONE & DISIPIO 

Timothy 3)r&Hug@s;i"--. 
420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335 
New York, NY 10170 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Electro-Motive Diesel, Inc. - 

SO ORDERED: 

, .  

,. . , 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

F I L E D  



RAYMOND CARELLA and EDNA CARELLA, : 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Jndex No.: 190416/10 
: 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), : I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
al., 

Defendants . 

KNOWN AS SQUARE D 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 SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC. (FORMERLY KNOWN AS 

SQUARE D COMPANY) with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC. (FORMERLY KNOWN AS SQUARE D 

COMPANY), be, and t~ same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and w RS ho c L E  D 
Dated: * 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 558-5500 

MAY 3 I 2011 

Angela m i g l i o ,  Esq. 0 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC USA, INC. 
(formerly known as Square D Company) 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 2010/190416 

RAYMOND CARELLA 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

a WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K E D  SMITH LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

New York, New York 10022 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue MAY 3 1 ZO'' 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-105574361.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

BERNARD LEVINSON 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

2003/111594 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

New York, New York 1002F I L E 0 

LZsiL- 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 05578206.1 

%,. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VOLKERT J. PETERS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 201 0/190423 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed 

Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Charles Fe rgusc  Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Jo&#"6n B. Kromberg, Esq. 
REED SMITH LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1°F 

D (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

.... . M N  3 1 2011 
NEW YUHM 

W N l Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 05590073.1 



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. 190423-2010 VOLKERT J. PETERS, 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et 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 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  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 Y r , N w York L%L 
F I L E  

MAY 3 1 20 Stephen N-sysq. 

D 
1 

Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floo FOUNm CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 

(973) 242-0002 (212) 558-5500 

-. 

MAY 182011 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VOLKERT J. PETERS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 201 0/190423 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies. LLC, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies. LLC, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

claims against defendant Dana Companies. LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
s'td I /  

- 
Charles Ferguson, Esq? 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

REED SMITH LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Compacnigp., LLq: 0 
New York, New York I O  22 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

t >*** 

q ?Q11 

US-ACTIVE-1 05601 089.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et. al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190462/10 

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, 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

r- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN Rl3 NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGEMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Volkert Peters v. Air and Liquid 
Systems Corporation et al. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS SUCCESSOR BY 

MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. "BUFFALO PUMPS" by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, 

LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants BUFFALO 

PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- 

defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 

Ed aid J. Wilbraham, Esquire 
W l BRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 4 6 t h  Floor 
New York, NY 1005 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Air and Liquid Systems Corp., as successor 

SO ORDERED: 

E D  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorney for Plaintiff 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

Volkert Peters v. Mannington Mills Inc. et al. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, MANNINGTON MILLS by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, LAWLER 

& BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, MANNINGTON MILLS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 

all claims and cross claims against defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 3 /2)h/11 
New York, N w York 

Ed ard J. Wilbraham, Esquire 
W f LBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA 
140 Broadway, 46th Floor 
New York, NY 1005 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Mannington Mills Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Attorney for Plaintiff 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM ANTON STOCKHAUSEN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190062/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") 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 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: ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190106/11 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

QUINTINA CHECO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAN') 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: 5/17 ,2011 
New York, New York 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

il 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-------__1"133__----_-----c------ll--l X 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s), SUMMARY 

-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.0,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 
Defendant. 

1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " _ - - - - _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - 1 c I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

(Heitler, J,) 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 

INC., sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY," 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 plaintiff's 

complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

prtL E D against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: April 29,201 1 
Signed by Plaintiff: Ma4 \3 

Pahi Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 7 Floor 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
th 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, Defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. improperly named as 

("American Biltrite Co., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors") hereby requests 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 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 Defendant, 

AMERICAN BILTRITE TNC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to 

either party. 

Dated: N w York, New York 41.;t ,2011 

1 
Patti Burshtyn Esq. 
WEITZ AND LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant, American Biltrite Inc., 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 
New York, New York 100 

gq - 7 q 5 - 2  

F I L E D  (212) 651-7500 

MAY3 7 2m 
SO ORDERE 



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 

QUlNTlNA CHECO, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

Index No. 190106-2011 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et 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 

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 

Patt i  Burshtyn, Esq.w 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, LL 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floo 

C;vy\u1 -- Hon. Sherry&tr/Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

rNRE NEW YORJS CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

QUINTINA CHECO 

Index No. 1901 09/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, fMa Viacom Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, fMa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS 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 CBS Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 29,201 1 

%2aJ.L--- 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, f/wa Viacom Inc,, 
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a 

Electric Corporation 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Pennsylvania Corporation, YWa fq&€i Q 

.. 

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 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190109-11 
X 

This Document Relates to: 

Quintina Checo NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks 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 Cleaver-Brooks Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks Tnc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 29,201 1 Kcc osario Chetta, Esq, 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

IS0 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks In F I L E D  . 

MAY 3 1 2011 
NEW YORK 

WUNTY CU%'S OFFICE 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

Dated: HAY 4 8 2011 SO ORDERED, 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt &, IASPart30 

Defendants. 

rY 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
PWV 1 3 ,  ~a I /  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

By: 6 By: qLdi?ua 
Mark Tevis, Esq. Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 

700 Broadway 264 West 40' Street F I L E D  
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 MAY 3 I 2tJn 

Dated: New York, New York 
EW YORK 
C?E8K'S OFFIC€ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitier, J.S.C. 



ALBERT MAYCE and MARIANNE MAYCE, : 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler. 
IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-captioned case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
& A  y f 3 ,  % r f  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys R u b b z x > a  for Defendants The Goo 

By: 
Mark Tevis, Esq. 

By: &--- 
Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: tm 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT MAYCE and MARIANNE MAYCE, 

Plaintiff(s), 
V. 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendant(s). 

Index No.: 190117-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, M E E M  MANUFACTURING 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, RHEEM MANUFACTURING 

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
I 
; 

defendant, N E E M  MANUFACTURING CO same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: hh y 13, b // 
MAY 3 1 2011 

New York, New York 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Rheem Manufacturing Company 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 - (732) 528-8888 

MAY 162011 Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE W. HISCHE 

Index No. 190125/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
WITHOUT PREJUDICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, fMa Viacom Inc., 

successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, fMa Westinghouse 

Electric Corporation (hereinafter "CBS 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 CBS Corporation without prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CBS Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
May 3,201 1 

Charles F e r g u s o n G  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

+kL 
ula Alzadon floor, Esq. &fa Alzadon Moor, Esq. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant CBS Corporation, a 
Delaware Corporation, f/Wa Viacom Inc., 
successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/ "$"tsQhPb 
Electric Corporation 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 NkW YQRK 

!A AY S 7 2011 

C O U N ~  CLERK'S OF- 
Dated: y- 



WHEREAS, Defendant Federal Pump Corporation requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint 

against Federal Pump Corporation 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 Federal 

Pump Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I 
et Roberts, Esq. 

%FL- O'CONNOR 
277 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 101 721+ 

Robert I. Komitor, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

n 
f 

SO ORDERED, -622 

00203041 .WPD 



WHEREAS, Defendant Federal Pump Corporation requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiff's complaint 

against Federal Pump Corporation 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 Federal 

Pump Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

,2011 

'*J_ c- 
Robert I. Komitdr, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

kO&N O'CONNOR 
277 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10 172 

SO ORDERED, "._ " 

0020304 I .  WPD 



DONALD CRATER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREAS, Defendant Federal Pump Corporation requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff's complaint 

against Federal Pump Corporation 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 Federal 

Pump Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

,2011 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, New York 10022 New York, NY 10 172 

00203041 .WPD 



WHEREAS, Defendant Federal Pump Corporation requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiff's complaint 

against Federal Pump Corporation 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 Federal 

Pump Corporation be and the same are hereby dism 

, 2011 

.issed with prejudice and without costs. 

Robert I. komitor, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 277P kAvenue 
New York, New York 10022 NewYork,NY 10172 1 E D d"zF o'CoNNoR 

00203041 .WPD 


