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

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

i Index No.: 190421/1 I ,  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

COSMO CASAREWLA, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

3M COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants, 

WX-XEEFORE, defendant, K m a k  Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, K m a k  Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no appositiarz thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: Ne ork, New York 

F I L E D  ' w ,2012 

,4 
(?9---%40* 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kamak Corporation CASAREGOLA, COSMO 
M C G m Y  SC KLUGER, P.C. LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBEKG, LLP ~ 

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

SO ORDERED, 

781-71 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
I N  RE: NEW YORK cowry ; NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ABRAHAM FICHTENBAUM, 

I 
I 

Index No.: 11 5662/05 
I 
I 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSlTION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al. 
I 
I 
I 

Defendants. I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, American Hardware & Paint Co., Inc., hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, American Hardware & Paint 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, American Hardware & Paint Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

" 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendants 
American Hardware & Paint Co., Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

/ 1 E D 7 4$ 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WlLENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Abraham Fichtenbaum 
110 William Street 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

0055-268 



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: 

ABRAHAM FICHTENBAUM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 115662/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ; -- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robertson Ceco Corporation as the successor to H.H. 

Robertson Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, 

Robertson Ceco Corporation as the successor to H.H. Robertson Company, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Robertson Ceco Corporation as the successor to H.H. Robertson Company, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
r Abraham Fichtenbaum 

to H.H. Robertson Company WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A. ’UN - 6 2ae 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

110 William Street, 26th Floor 
ork 10038-3901 ’ ‘‘CEews 

YO& 

(212) 509-3456 

/ *  
SO ORDERED, 

1505-0002 

)P 



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

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

i Index No.: 190084/12 

i NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

FRANK JANITS, Individually and Derivatively as 
Spouse of KATHLEEN JANITS and KATHLEEN i 
JANITS, Individually and Derivatively as Spouse 
of- JANITS, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, I 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ! 
. I  

WHEREIFORE, defendant, Bradco Supply Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Bradco Supply Corporation, with prejudice in this action, 

and &re being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated New York, New York 

Bradco Supply Corporation 
MCGWY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank Janits and Kathleen Jarits 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 0 1  

/ '  

(212) 509-3456 O0 w$4 3 
is* 

SO ORDERED, 
6-0182 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 190143/11, 

CARMEN WILSON AND RUBY WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

3M COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Aurora Pump Company WILSON, CARMEN 
MCGNNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suitc 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 q) 

Qf&QptQ -b&ys ' 

w York 10022 

'6 2U@ : %m+ 
Jhl (2 12) 509-3456 0 

% 

/ .+ L)L$* Ea03495 

NpiY 'jO2 
SO ORDEFSD, 

&N 
SfiV 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT l2EFERS TO: 

WILLIAM E.WUISBE and GLORIA WUBBE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. W. CHESTERTON CO., NC.,  et al., 
Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 161 62/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve Corporation, successor to DURCO, formerly 

known as Durixon, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, 

Flowserve Corporation, successor to DURCO, formerly known as Duriron, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Flowserve Corporation, successor to DURCO, formerly known as Duriron, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Laura E!. HollrnanrEsq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Ftowsewe Corporai ton 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yark, New York 10004 e~ York 10022 
{212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

951-0581 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

FRANK DELISE and VIRGJNIA DELISE, 
Index No.: 190156/12 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
-against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., I 

I 
I 
I 

Defendant(s). I I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, COLUMBIA BOILER COMPANY OF POTTSTOWN, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, COLUMBIA BOILER COMPANY OF 

POTTSTOWN with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
?7 \ 3q3 2012 

+ 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 3GSh’ i3fl+- 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Columbia Boiler Company Of Pottstown 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEKTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Frank Delise and Virginia Delise co 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

J’‘ -6 zap 

&- /-- 

~ n l l q +  
‘‘‘RQ OFFlcE 

’14 Q m*wr,,, (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 - 

SO ORDERED, ”’ * 2572-0100 

11558-1) 

I 



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

-- I ; NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE, 

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

I 
I ; Index No.: 190156/12 
I 
I 

-against- 

I 
Plaintiff(s), I 

' I NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

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

Defendant( s). I 

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, lNC. with prejudice, 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, 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Frank Delise and Virginia Delise COua 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

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

\ /" 
SO ORDERED, 

2571-1887 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

1 2 ;? [-* YEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
w w r y  OFNEW YORK 

riSI3ESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S, Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.> 
I 

_ _ _  -- 
‘li flS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE, 
Index No.: 190156/ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 

2 

-against- ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
Defendant(s). I 

. - 

WHEREFORE, defendant, FAIRBANKS COMPANY , hereby requests summary judgment 

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

ccimpl&t against defendant, FAIRBANKS COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, FAIRBANKS COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

E D 
?ltK aH>h++m 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - 

p<* sf l -+?r-*  I L  
1 Aiio:iicys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff i 

Fairbanks Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank Delise and Virginia Delise 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

0504-9336 

{NO141 558-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 127 106/02, 107 100/02 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 

I 
ADELE ANZALONE, INDIVIDUALLY AND I 

MICHAEL PHILIP ANZALONE, AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILIP R. ANZALONE, 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Ll Is./ 

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

{NO 137754-1 } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 3 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 127 106/02, 1 07 100/02 
I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 
I 

ADELE ANZALONE, INDIVIDUALLY AND 

FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILIP R. ANZALONE, 
MICHAEL PHILIP ANZALONE, AS EXECUTOR I 

: 
Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
L1I3.0' ,2012 

~ C G I V N E Y  ,$L KLUGER, p i .  
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Philip R. Anzalone 

ew York 10003 

MAY 3 0 ~~~~ 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, td: -1 
12354050 

{N0137753-1} 



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 
I (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I 

I Index No.: 127 106102, 107 100/02 
I 
I 
I 

ADELE ANZALONE, INDIVIDUALLY AND 

FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILIP R. ANZALONE, 
MICHAEL PHILIP ANZALONE, AS EXECUTOR I 

Plaintiff(s), i NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against - MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

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

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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 3 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Philip R, Anzalone 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

MAY 3 0 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-5527 
{NO1 37752-1 } 



. . . . .- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O R K  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

AS13 EST0 S LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107567/03, 109866/96 
/ 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AM) ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARGAKETH S W ,  as personal representative 
for the Estate of JAN SMXD, 

I 

I 

I 

PlaintifXs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- ! 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCT CQ,, et al, 1 < 

Defendants, ! 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and C ~ Q S S  claims against 

defendant, Treadwe11 Coqloration, be arid the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ s7 ,2012 
I 

Attorneyxi Defendant 
'Treadwell Corporation Smid, Jan 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yosk, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York 10003 
(212) 509-3451 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 0 2012 
1235-1 1034 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i i.A.S. Pm 30 
i (€€&I&-, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

i index No.: 1901 14/11 . 
WALTER D. GUTHRIE AND ILONA GUTWRIE, i 

I 

Plaintiffs, 1 

! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
4 

Defendants. i 

-against- SuMMAlRYJUDGMENT 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. 

WHFREFQRE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby requests suxtlmary judgment 

the above entitled w e ,  pursuant.to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aurora P m p  Company, with prejudiw in this action, 

and there besing no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice tj a l l  co-defmdants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dared: New Yo& New York 

80 Broad Street-sUite 2300 
New Yo& New Yo& I0004 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH P. MCCORT AND MARTHA MCCORT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendank. 

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

IndexNo.: 190286/11, 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RCH Newco IT, LLC, fkla Robertson Ceco Corporation, an alleged 

successor to HH Robertson Company, improperly named as Robertson-CECO Corporation, fMa H.H. 

Robertson Company, hereafier referred to as RCH Newco II, LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

against defendant, RCH Newco 11, LLC, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

RCH Newco 11, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

< -v 

Michelle D. Grady, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
RCH Newco 11, LLC 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SWPREME COURT OF TkIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
INRE: NEWYORKCQUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
J @eitfer,J.) 

Index No-: 190008/11 
rsuc RUBIN AND SHEILA RUBIN, 0 1 

1 

Plaintiff!& * i NOOPPQSrrION 
-against- i SUMMARY'rnGMENT 

j MOZZONAND ORDE& 
AIR LIQUTX) SYSTEMS COW, et d, 1 1 

I 1 

Defendants. i 

WHEREPORE, defendant, Aurora Pump Company, hereby rquests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, purswant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismkhg 

plaintifFs' complaint against Wendant, Aurora Pump Companys with prejudice in this action, 

and. there being no opposition thmcto, 

OR13ERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and m s s  claims a-t 

defendant, Aurora Pump Company, be and the &me m hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

fNoo84445-1) 

MAY 302012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I Index No.: 11 1230/01 
I 

I 

I 
I 

ROBERT CASTORINA AND ANNETTE I 

CASTORINA, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., etal. 
I 
I 

Defendant( s) . I 

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

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

F I L E D  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Castorina and Annette Castrina 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-5925 

{NO 140948- 1 ) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD CAYEN, as Proposed Representative 
for the Estate of HORACE L. CAYEN and 
MILDRED CAYEN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 123161/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 
. ?fii?' ,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Cayen, Horace L. JUN -6 2012 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 

COLIN I '! LLERK'S OFFICE i 700 Broadway 
New York, New York,lOOO3 d 

F\; E\r$ Y 0 n M 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-3986 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JEANNE LOWE, INDIVIDUALLY AND I 

EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT A. 
LOWE, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

Index No.: 1 101 94/04 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

A.O. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendant( s). I 

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, 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. 

1 

I '  K e M  ok, Esq. Ct7vrD Lr- wKc*. - 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 11. E D 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Estate of Robert Lowe 
gJN - 6  2012 ork 10003 

u' G,7El.{\'.':3 ,.EF\CE : cob1 w 1 NEW YO! 3K 

2571-1364 

(NO1 35709-1 } 

MAY 3 0 2012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 1 101 94/04 
I 

JEANNE LOWE, INDIVIDUALLY AND I 

EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT A. 
LOWE, I 

I 

I 
Plaintiff( s), I 

NO OPPOSITION 
-against- ' I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendards). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

m10 J-- (M €-a. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Robert Lowe Tishman Liauidating Coworation 

JUN -6 2012 

iy (-Lif\KS OFF* 
CGU,* ,EwyoRK 

80 Broad Striet - 23ri Flooi 
New York, New York 10004 rk, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
\ 

2383-26896 

lN0135750-1) 



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

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

I Index No.: 1 101 94/04 
I 
I 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEANNE LOWE, INDIVIDUALLY AND I 

EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT A. 
LOWE, I I 

I 
I 

Plaintiff(s), I : NO OPPOSITION 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendant(s). I 

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

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

f 

I WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff JUN -6 ZOR 

Courter & company, Inc. Estate of Robert Lowe 1 

New York, New York 10004 b {EW YOnK ?A 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor C C , , ~ ,  !'\-EIIK'S OFFICE 1 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-18575 

MAY 3 02012 
{NO 135749- I } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
! Index No.: 190074/12 

WILLIAM J. LINDSAY AND PATRICIA 
LINDSAY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

complaint against defendant, Aurora Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,2012 

~ /f - :sL 
cQU\qiY b LyU6k NE- Attorney for Plaintiffs -\ 

Patti Bhshtyn, Esq. 

William J. Lindsay and Patricia Lindsay 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I Michelle D. Grady, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Aurora Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Y ork 10004 - 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1003-4061 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES J. SEBASTIANI and JUDY SEBASTIANI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. ---- + *.?. -. . 

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

Index No.: 113280/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AWD ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 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. 

. _. - . -  

Z L d Q i - C  hC.J 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

W m z  & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 

Treadwell Corporation Sebastiani, James J. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 , New York 10003JuN - 6 2092 
(212) 509-3456 

CLERKS OF+''' I 

NEW YOW .-- -7 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6765 

MAY 3 02012 



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

~ 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

; IndexNo.: 190318/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND SABO, 
Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, ATWOOD & MORRTLL COMPANY, improperly plead as 

Weir Valve and Controls USA, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant, ATWOOD & MORRILL COMPANY, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls 

USA, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, ATWOOD & MORRILL COMPANY, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls 

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

Laura B. Hollman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG F;": ,d ! . _ E D ;  \ Atwood & Morrill Company Raymond Sabo 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway I 

New York, New York 10004 York 1 0 0 0 3 ~ ~ 1 -  6 zm2 I 

(212) 509-3456 9 

SO ORDERED, I .LW YQHK 
COU," , ' i t iKS OFFICE \ 

963-848 

{N0141394-1} 

MAY 3 82012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

JEANNE LOWE, 1NDIVIDUALLY AND I 

EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT A. 

Index No.: 1 101 94/04 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

LOWE, I 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

-against - I I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, Ne York 
,. 5/%?Lon 

Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New Y ork 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

1235-18031 

MAY 3 0 2012 
{NO1 35748-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ROBERT BRUNCK, 
Index No.: 190026/12 

I 
I 

I 

Plaintiff(s), I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant( s). 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler of Pottstown with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Columbia Boiler of Pottstown, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
10 ,2012 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Columbia Boiler of Pottstown 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff \ L E D ,  \ 

1 

u N ~ y  CLERK'S OFFICE 1 

JUN - 6  2022 
7 

SO ORDERED, NEWYORK ~ A 
2572-0091 

{NO1 34323-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Index No.: 11 1230/01 
I 

I 

I 
I 

ROBERT CASTORNA AND ANNETTE I 

CASTORINA, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I NO OPPOSITION 

' I MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. & S., INC., etal. I 
I 
I 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

St&&-Balson-Cohen, Esq. 1 -  V 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Robert Castorina and Annette Castrina 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ROBERT BRUNCK, 
I Index No.: 190026/12 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

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

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

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, 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 

7- MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LWXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti f= 1 1., E D ~ \ Attorneys for Defendants 

Oakfabco, Inc, Robert B u c k  
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 York lO0O&,pJ, 6 2812 

3 '  
; ' 

(212) 509-3456 
c0u.d 1 i GKHKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, NLLV YBRK 

{N0134329-1} 



- 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100032/03 

GLORIA SCHIAVI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE j 
ESTATE OF GIAN SCHIAVI, AND GLORIA j 
SCHIAVI, INDIVIDUALLY, 

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

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 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 w.. ,2012 

I 

.1 .. '* 
Attorney or Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gian Schiavi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, I h & D '  ', 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 I 

,Esg&?- 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 JUN - 6  2012 

1 i CLERK'S OFF,CE ; SO ORDERED, 
NEW YORK 4 

d 
MAY 3 0 2012 1235-3247 

{NO 12903 1-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100032/03 

GLORIA SCHIAVI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! 
ESTATE OF GIAN SCHIAVI, AND GLORIA j 
SCHIAVI, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. i 

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

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

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, Cower & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and - 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
*h ,2012 

h Attorney for ok, Defendant Esq. 

F I  D i  
JUN -6 2012 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gian Schiavi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

{NO12903 1-1 } 

1122-3721 

MAY 3 0 2012 



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

AS BE STO S LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLORIA SCHIAVI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF GIAN SCHIAVI, AND GLORIA 
SCHIAVI, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: I00032/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, 

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 
0 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k New York 
514 ,2012 

F I L E D .  \ 
\ 

4 

-- 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
MCGIVNEY & KL,UGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gian Schiavi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7275 

Y 

{NO 12903 I - I  ) MAY 3 0 2012 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
; Index No.: 1007 1 8/03 
i ANNIE PICISTRELLI, AS EXECUTRlX FOR 

THE ESTATE OF GIN0 PICISTRELLI AND 
ANNIE PICISTRELLI, INDIVIDUALLY? 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

97 P V  * -against- 

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

I 

' E  .L1 !L 

Courter & CIornpan(Inc. / Estate of Gin0 Picistrelli 

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

MCGIVNEY & KLLJGEK, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0128123-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLORIA SCHIAVI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF GIAN SCHIAVI, AND GLORIA 
SCHIAVI, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 100032/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York a 2012 

Kerryann ook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gian SchiaVi 

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

1 
(212) 509-3456 

I 
COUN'ry CLERK'S OFFICE ' 

SO ORD 

NEW YORK 
2383-26102 

(NO042 173-1 } 

MAY 3 02012 



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,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100032/03 

GLORIA SCHIAVI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE i 
ESTATE OF GIAN SCHIAVI, AND GLORIA j 
SCHIAVI, INDIVIDUALLY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
5 [ q  ,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gian Schiavi 

(212) 509-3456 

CCIJIV Y CLE!lIK'S OFFICE 
i k 1 I . W  YOHK 

2082-11334 

{NO 12903 1 - 1 } MAY 3 02012 



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

COSMO CASAREGOLA, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

Index No. 11/190421 
3M COMPANY, et al., 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED by Plaintiffs and Defendant PENTAIR PUMP GROIJP, 

INC., through the respective undersigned attorneys, that the above-captioned action be 

discontinued without prejudice as to Plaintiffs against the inadvertently named Defendant 

PENTAIR PUMP GROIJP, INC,, with all parties to bear their own costs. 

Date: la! I >  ,2011 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue 

HENSON & EFRON, P.A. 
220 South Sixth Street, Suite 1800 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

IT IS SO ORDERED: 

437634 Wc 

MAY 3 0 2012 



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

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

I Index No.: 190026/12 
I 
I 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT BRUNCK, I 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against - 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

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

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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, T i s h a n  Liquidating Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs . 

Dated: New York, New York 

L 

WErTz & LuxEivmw, p . c ~  1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation Robert Brunck 

i, 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

> -  

SO ORDERE 

2383-29699 

MAY 3 0 2012 
(N0134332-I} 



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

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUWI'Y OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ! 

FRED B'AMBROSIO, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of ANGELA D'AMATO D'BMBROSIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

~ Index No.: 11 8438/0~,111642/03 

NO OPPOSI'I'ION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

De€endants, 

WHEREFORE, dehdant ,  Oakfabco Innc., hereby requests sumiary  judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New x" N w York \.5T&j ,2012 

---.--.-.- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. D'hiibrosio, Angela 
MCGIVNEY & UWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO OXCDEMD, 

2571-1851 



SUPREME COURT OF 'rm STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN JXE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRED D'AMBROSIO, as Personal Representative for 
the Estatc of ANGELA D'AMATO D'AMBROSIO, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 118438/03, 1.11.642/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUjYlMARY ,JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OTUlER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ef al. I 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, IIIC., hereby requests sumnary judgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Kentile Floors, hc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withaut 

costs. 

Dated: New rk Ne York 
( 4 p p I Z O l 2  

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

SO Broad Strcet-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
D'hbrosio,  Angela 

%*- 

MCGIVNEY & KSUGeR, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 3 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

. . .  . , 



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

P 1 aintiff, 
-against- 

3M COMPANY, 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., l'NC,; 
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, MC.; 
AMERICAN EXPORT LINES, 

JVa Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing Co.; 

as Successor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc.; 

Farrell Lines Iucorporated 
fk /a  & slhla American Export Lines; 

ARGO PACKING CO., INC.; 
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., 

Individually and as Siiccessor to Armstrong 
Machine Works 

d/b/a Weir Valves &L Controls USA, Inc.; 
ATWOOD & MORRILL CO., mc., 

AURORA PUMP COMPANY; 
BELL 19 GOSSEM COMPANY, 

BIRD INCORPORATED; 
BLACKMER PUMP; 
BUFFALO PUMPS, MC., 

a subsidiary of ITT Industries; 

Iiidividually and as a Subsidiaiy of 
Ampco-Pittsburgh Corp.; 

Division of Air & Liquid Systems Corporation by 
BUFFALO PUMPS, 

merger; 
CARRIER CORPORATION, 

dkh BRYANT MANUFACTURNG 
CORPOUTION ; 

f/Wa Viacoin, Inc., successor by merger to CBS 
Corporation, 
flWa Westinghouse Electric Corporation; 

individually and as successor to Southdown, Inc. 
and Moore McCormack Resources, Inc. and 
Moore-McCormack Lines; 

CB S CORPORATION, 

ZBMEX, MC, 

3 U N E  CO.; 
2RANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS INC.; 
DEMING PUMPS; 

182138.1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Index 11/190421 

' \, 
I 



. 

4 

This Document Applies to: 

Amato, Michael J. , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

P lainti ff(s) , 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN 

REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., be and the same are hpeby 
-r ; ..1 



This Document Applies to: 

Fleming, James R. (deceased) , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross -&aims 
!.I 

against defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., be and 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

& GALLAGHER 

\ 

f 



pmjudice and withaut costs. 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Applies to: 

Peluso Jr., Rocco L. (deceased) , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN 

REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

6 
Y 

* I ' . m u . c l u  

- r +  I(, 
-%Y77y 

-& 

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



. - . - ... . . . 

This Document Applies to: 

Zurek, Matthew Daniel (deceased) , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., TNC., hereby request 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant EASTERN 

REFRACTORIES CO., TNC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  
JUN -6 2012 

INE & GALLAGHER 

New York, New York 10003 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No: 100782/03 

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

JACK POLLOCK, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

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 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant TISHMAN REAZTY 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
May 2,2012 

TINE & GALLAGHER 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No: 106965/02 

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

GEORGE HENRY BISHOP and JOAN BISHOP 

Plaintiff@), 

-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 3212, 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York r\ F I L E D  

1 

J 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No: 1 10269/02 

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

MICHAEL REGAN and MARY REGAN, 

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 3212, 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 REKTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
\ 1. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
I 

JUN -6 2012 
1 '  

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Street, Suite 720 

SO ORDERED 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No.120395/01 

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

HENRY T. McLOUGHLIN, 

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 3212, 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. \ .' 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
May 2,2012 

:ICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P w  
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 1003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 



This Document Applies to: 

Ashton, Mark D. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

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

Rules Section 3212, 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
May 2,2012 

FrankOrtiz, sq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERGM. 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 1003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED. 
Heitler 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 1003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED. 
Heitler 



This Document Applies to: 

Keahon, James E. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

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

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

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaint&' 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 

n dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

t 
E 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
May 2,2012 

~ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, f%) TINE & GALLAGHER 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

er 



- 

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

X NYCAL ____________L____------------------------------------------~--~~~~~-~-- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) In Re: NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.l13567/02; 127317/02 

X r_-r--____------___------------------------~-"-"-"--------------------------- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

This Document Applies to: 

JOSEPH LAUER, JR. as Administrator for the Estate of JOSEPH 
J. LAUER, SR. 

Plaintiffts), 

-against- 

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

X __"____**frrr----------------------------------------------~--~"-" 

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 3212, 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

ARTINE & GALLAGHER 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Index No. 1 22 1 86/99 

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

VICTOR MENNILLO, 

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 3212, 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 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED. 



I I .1 . . ... . ,  

This document relates to: 

W€€EREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiffs complaint against defendant Pneuma Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

F I L E D  I 

m-6 2M2 

, I ,<E , 

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.PT 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abex LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLlVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEEL E R- D ORR- 

Dcfendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

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

suminary 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: Harrisoib New York 

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

1 

Attorneys for Dejenda 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BO 
COMPANY 
500 Manlaroncck Ave, Suite 501 FFICE 
Harrison, New York 105260UNTY CLERKS 
(212) 661-1 151 NEW YoRK 



Plaiiilifl', 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOTLER COMPANY. et al. 

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

Index No.: 1 1552O/2005 

NO OPPOSITION 
S UNIMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

FVfIEREFORE, clefendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hcrcby rcqiicsts 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against dcfciidaiit I<EELEIZ-DOKR-OLTVER ROTLER COMPANY. 

with prcjudice, arid there being no opposirioii Lhcrcto. 

ORDERED, that LIPOII tiotice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cross-claims against ,dcfcildatlt 
, +  

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

atid without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
, oe Vazquez, Esq. 

Attorrreys for Plcriiituf 
700 Broadwny 
New York, Ncw Yorlc 10003 

/ 
(2 I2)558-5500 

51  

Atto rii CJW. f br D@irhirt 

CQh!!PA N Y 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue - Suite 501 
l-Iai+i*ison, Ncw Yark 10528 

I~~E~ER-DQRR-CILi~'~R BOILER 

(212) 661-1 I 



, 

GORDON CONKLIN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORPI. OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a!. KEELER-DQRR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _-----r_l-----___------"-~-----------------------"-------------------- 

W H E m F U B ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

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

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

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

and without costs. Y 

Dated: 

KARST & VON OISTE, LLP 

i 5 D .  \ .  

-4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
19500 State Hwy 249 
Suite 420 
Houston, TX 77070 
(281) 970-9988 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DOm-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



W C A L  
1.A.S. Part 30 
(HeitIer, 1.) 

Index No.: 190094/2012 

Plaints, 

-against- 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DQRR-OLIVER BOILER COWANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY , be and the same are hereby dis ' ed' wi prejudicn 

and without costs. F !+- E j: 
Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney$ for Plainti@ 
Timothy Meyer and Karen Meyer 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 344-5461 

Attorrteys for Dqhdunf 
KeelepDorrcOliver Boiler Company 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Hmjson, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1151 



. 

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

Index No.: 114132/2002 
107403/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, dcfendaiit 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 
- \ a  

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are h F b y j d i r s r i p L d i c c  

and without costs. 

WEITZ 6r LUXENBERG, P.C. fl 
Attorneys for Plaintgf 
700 Broadway 

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

JUN - $  2012 

MARTN GOODMAN, LLP. 
A ttorrz eys for De fen dun t 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



This Document Applies to: 

Papantonio, Alfied (deceased) , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN 

REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

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

JUN -5 20M 1 

b IC FFICE , 
Frank Ortiz, Esq 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. A R T ~ E  F;ALLA&ER a 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I> i ' 
E & y L ' ' '  II k: ;y 
Street, Suite 720 



This Document Applies to: 

Terwilliger, Gary R. (deceased) , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND OFtDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN 

REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - r w  

A~n130,2012 



This Document Applies to: 

Rubino, Gerard0 (deceased) , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., hereby request 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant EASTERN 

REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
\ .  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



This Document Applies to: 

Spitz, Irving (deceased) , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES GO., 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 EASTERN 

REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



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

x NYCAL ....................................................................... 
I.A.S. Part 30 

In Re:NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, J.)ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 
Index No.103612/97; 113279/97; 11 1061/98; 116634/99; 102423/02 

X ---rrlr"-r___---_--llr____r___________rr-----~---*~-*~~-*----~--**-~---*~---* 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

This Document Applies to: SUMMARY 

Clemons, Morris (deceased) , 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN 

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

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

against defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., be and the same 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
April 30,2012 

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



This Document Applies to: 

Jakway, John H. (deceased) , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross c!i+irns 
1 4 

against defendant EASTERN REFR 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 
"April 30,2012 ~ - r ~ -  f' 

L <*.@, ' w 

p A  I 

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

& GALLAGHER 

w 



This Document Applies to: 

Lattuca, Dominic Mickey M. (deceased) , 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant EASTERN REFRACTORIES CO., INC., hereby request 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant EASTERN 

REFRACTORIES 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 EASTERN REFRACT0 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&ril30,2012 

6’ 

“(I’ ‘“lh . 

” +.‘u*n..r.r 

i ‘r 
/--< r. rm 

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

B 



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

X 

IN TCIE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 
_- 

Index No. 190496/2011 

HARRY W. GUY and EVA NIECZAJ-GUY NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

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

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

and without costs. 

LUXENBERG, YC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plain@($) 
(2 12) 558-5500 

dway, Suite 600 
New York 10038 

Attorneys. for Defendunt 
(212) 791-0285 



7-  - I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
Comn OF NEW YORK 

._ 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
'I 

Index No. 12/190216 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

PASQUALE A. FORGIONE and ANN FORGIONE 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

New Yo& ew York 
d,L, ,2012 

Dated: 

*+-" + 

Adam Dreksler, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys-fbr Plaintif Atlorneys.tbr Dejindant 
Pusyulrle A. Forgione, et ul. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

L E D '  \ Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 1 6 2012 JUN 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



.. - .  

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: 

HAROLD L. ANTHONY 

_ _  
Index No. 127055/04 

NO OPPOSlTlON 
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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintif 
(2 12) 558-5500 



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

.- 

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

This Document Relates to: 

JERRY M. BALLANCE SR. 

Index No. 118040/04 

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

and without costs. 

”“*.;; 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway E D 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant I 

New York, New York 1 0 0 3 j j ~  - 6 2012 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 caul\, ,;\_EF~KS OFFICE 
ILEW YORK 

MAY F S  0 2o iz  
SO ORDERED, 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

This Document Relates to: 

GUSTAVE A. BENSON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No, 113471/04 

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 I,aw and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defcndant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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

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

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

and without costs. 

f l  
Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A /I 

MAL{qY & BRADLE' 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New Yo& 10038 jukd - 6 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

<.. 

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

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN DRITSAS 

*- 

Index No. 110050/04 

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 Cop." hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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, yew York 

v1 . 
"%h*-,d 7 -  

-* '1 ~ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
I%\, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\> 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 JUN - 6 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

W 



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

1. 

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

This Document Relates to: 

DAVID F. DUNNING 

_ _  
Index No. 100485/05 

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. 

Frank Ortjz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKC;, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pluint~ 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Defindunt 

(212) 558-5500 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYLAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

HILDA EVERHART 

_ _  
Index No. 114468104 

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 
? * % >  J+, , 2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 

MALAHY & BRADLEY, 
1 SO Broadway, Suite 600 

JUM -6 mz New York, New York 10003 
Attorneysfir Plaintif, Attorneys ,fiw Defendunt 

New York, New York 10038 

‘ ()FF\CE 
~ ,\+l=_i-W 

NL\V YOBK & J l Y  * 
(21 2) 558-5500 

AY 3 0 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SADIE FAST 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No. 108523104 

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. 
A 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys< for Plaintgf JUN -6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Altorney.s* fur Defendunt 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

NEW YORK -4 
,& - 

Dated: p l ~ a ? ?  



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

._ 

IN RE NEW YOKK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

.- 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 106014/04 

FRANK JOSEPH FRITZ 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENRERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attomey6s .for Pluint if 

150 Broadway, Suite GOO 

Attorneys. jbr Defendunt 
New York, New York 1 pl! L E 0 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 JUN - 6  m *-- 
SO ORDERED, 

4.i bJ 

L W  IL 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS GLOVER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No. 116967/04 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC ’Lb)b 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
AttorneyLs,fbr Plaintiff 

$ I L E D >  \ I50 Broadway, Suite 60 
New York, New York 1 38 

I 

JUN - 6  Zg12 
1 (212) 558-5500 

C O I J , ~ ,  , j CRK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: MAY 3 0 ?$‘Jj& 



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. 

. 3  Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. B BenjaminR.DwyerEsF I L E I 

4 J 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, JUN - 6 2012 i 

i 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 Key Towers at Fou tafiid?hza\/ CLERKIS om 

40 Fountain Plaza, uite SO0 NEW YORK 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

F (212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13877861 1 



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

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

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

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

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

without costs. 

- Dated: New York, NY 
d d 2 ' 1 2  n A f l  /I 

B By: ' >dd.?// 
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer F&q. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP L 

F I L '  1- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 JU- 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 

Klein Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 

13877861 I 

4,' -' * 



JOHN F. RODERER, 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON, 

Plaintiff(s), : 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ON BEHALF 

OF FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Index No.: 1 18326/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby request summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
;omplaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

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

3ated: New York, New York 

- 
3y: Brian Early, Esq. 
3ARLY & STRAUSS LLC 
160 Lexington Ave. DEUTSCH, LLP 
lJew York, New York 1001 7 
Worneys for Plaintiffs 

By: Heather J. Gaw, Esq. d 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Cam 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New Y 
T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

10 ORDERED: 

Ji&* 
& 

" ..+ 
11130348.DOCX ] 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK i 
, -  

A. 

A. I A  

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH P. MCCORT AND MARTHA 
MCCORT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 190286/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

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

and there being no apposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
5plb ,2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY J. GUIDA 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

Index No. 107326104 

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 Asbcstos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New Y o 3  yew York 

wg .I*\ L + - Frank Ortiz, Esq. % %  J 
k* 1 MALARY & BRADLEY, LLC 

I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys,for Plaintiff’ Attorneys, for &fendant 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 791 -0285 - 6  8IV 

NEW YORK 

New York, New York 1003 F I L E D  

-- wlJN, , WLEmK‘S 0FF‘CE 

SO ORDERED, Dated: MAY 3 0 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS BIERONSKI JR. 

_ _  
Index No. 105612l04 

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. 

P 
“u-” y_ 

I 
I 
Y** -3 t 

- -  
Michael J. s, Esq. 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 

Attorneys for Defendant 

%r,s--A 
*\. 
t -J, Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintif 

4 > 

. .  

(212) 558-5500 

d: SO ORDERED, 

MAY ;I ~ i u j z  



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: 

CARLOS BRADOR 

.- 

Index No. 117056104 

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 I 2, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, Njw York n 
v 

n, ” 

v 

150 Bro dway, Suite 60 
New York, New York 10&8 

WEITZ Frank Ortiz, & LUXENBERG, Esq. PC ~~~~~ T - G i i ,  MAL B & BRADLEY.LLC Esq. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plaint{fS Altorneys-for Defendant JUN - 6  2012 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 



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

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

_- 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD H. CAUGHELL SR. 

Index No. 105602/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos 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 lo 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, Nqw York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Atlorneys for Plaint(fl 

MALABPA BRADLEY LL 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 1, E D 
New York, New York 10038 
Atlorneys for D@ndunt yJIN.-62M2 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



L 

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

x 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 107035/04 

MADELINE COTTER NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Delkndant 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 . 

York 
,2012 

/ *  

‘?y*iir.wY- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plnintiff Atlorney,s+for Defendant 

New York, New York 10038 

COUNTY CLERK’S O F F I S  
NEW ‘foRK >= 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED 



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

1N RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD P. DAILEY 

I_ 

Index No. 116294/04 

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. 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, YC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorney,s,fbr Plaintir Amrneys,for Dcfindunt JUN -6 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 , f  CLERKS OFF\=- 

NEN yoRK ,- couiq 1 

Dated: MAY 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH A. STORTINI 

Index No. 108921l04 

NO OPPOSlTJON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Gorp." hereby 

requests 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys jbr Plaintiff Attorneysjbr Defkndant 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

MAY 3 0 2012 



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

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

.- 

This Document Relates to: 

DOMENICK IULA 

Index No. 11 1244/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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

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

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

and without costs. 

A /  n Dated: New Ycrk New York 

4 “ k  
J ,L, ,2012 

*.r ~ 4- c-- 

I - .  I ‘ I  
Iw ” %% 

v ” - -  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael Jkurt is ,  Esq. yv 1 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ncw York 10003 
Attorneys+for Plaintiff Atrorneys.fnr l_>cfendmt 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

MALGRY & BKADLI 
1 50 Broadway, Suite 60F 
New York, New York 10038 





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

~ 1. 

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

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT W. LEAHY 

‘L 

Index No. 112943/04 

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 prejudicc, and there being no opposition thercto, 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. 

3 
WElTZ & LUXENBEKG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys, fur Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendunt J ~ N  6 2012 

150 Broadway, Suite 60 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

,J 

SO ORDERED, HAY 3 O?l l l2  





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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 
x 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 116165/04 

GlOVANNA LUCENTE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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. 

I 

%i*i ,wx%*r Frank Ortiz, Esq. *(%( “&> 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York IF81 \e 
Attorneys jhr Dqjkndunt 

% WETTZ & LUXENBERG, YC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys, for Pluintiff 6 

9-J 
-RKS 0 .,*a 

)UN 

COW ’ t&vJ 
MAY 3 (3 ZOl! 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 



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

--. 

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

DONALD M, TAYLOR, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL, 
Defendants. 

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 190336J11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

couw, ,( I;LERK'S 
HEW (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 3 0 2012 



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

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

ERICH SZILLUS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 105562/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

A I .  

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

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 JUN - 6 2012 

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

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 3 0 2012 



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

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

STANLEY RYNDAK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRl KLEJP HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 112561102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

:NEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



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

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

SALVATORE TINE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 110775/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the ab ve-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

I 
i .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 JUN - 6  2012 I 

MAY 3 0 2012 



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

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

WARREN WHITE, 
Plain tiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 115510/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

RSON, McNEILL, P.C. 

F l h E D  Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

JUN - 6  2012 (2 12) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

COUN I Y CLERKS OFFICE 1 
- i .d 

NEW YORK 

so ORDERED: 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

FRANK T. WEBER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

INDEX NO.: 103447102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

/-/ I- 

? .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '' ,a,'. ~ ~ A T E R S ,  I 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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

SO ORDERED: 



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: 

THEODORE J. BIELEFELD 

Index No. 11 1257/04 

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 Coy.” hereby 

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

Section 321 2, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
1” .1 j , ,  ,2012 

V .  - 
Michael h!-durtis, Esq. n 

150 Broadway, Suite 6C 
New York, New York 10038 JUN .I 6 2flt2 
Allorneys for Defendunl 

MALABY & B m D L m  L ~ c i  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ~~~ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys% for Plaint$ 
(21 2) 558-5500 ~ (212)791-0285 



SUPRJ3ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

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

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 109921/04 

MICHAEL DESANTIS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

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

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L,aw 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. I , *  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York IO003 
Attorneys jor  Plaint@ 

ew Y ork 10038 
A ttorneys to r  De fendmt 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, MAY 3 0 2012 





NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(sj, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 123 165/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, rNC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are with prejudice and 

without costs. 

\ *  

Frank Ohiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

IQ- 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor J ~ N  - 6 2012 

York, New York 10006 
3 13-3600 ' - & I ; ,  ;, :>t-dGE 

YWK CLlL,,4 I 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

Index No.: 113278/02 & 
1 19504/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hcrchy request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
/ 

Barry McTiernan & 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

CLEAVER-BROO 

New York, New York 10003 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1002&6/03 

NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 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 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 0 2012 



CLB55846/legal/nosjrn 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS et al., 

Defendant( s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190425/11 

NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, - .-- 
, I  --w --- - -  

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Karst & Von Oiste 
19500 State Highway 249, Sie. 420 
Houston, TX 77070 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

(212) 313-3600 

JUN -6 2012 

:r 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 124444/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in thc above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS. INC. with prejudice, 

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

_-_- I_____ . ~ - I  

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 3 12 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Rarrv McTiernan & Moore - - CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
, 1  7nn Llr*nA.l,"x, 

I U V  u l u a u v v u y  

New York, New York 10003 ' I  
J -  

- _.__ 

2 Rector Strect, f doc4 E D 
New York, New ork lOOfl6 



Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant BALDOR ELECTRlC COMPANY ("BALDOR"), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR Rule 32 12, dismissing 

Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant BALDOR without prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant BALDOR, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed without prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
May 15,2012 

Bridget Truxillo, Esq. 
THE LANIER LAW FIRM, PLLC 

Michael B. Sena, 
HERZFELD & RUBIN . 

Tower 56 125 Broad Street 
126 East 56Ih Street, 6th Floor 04 JCJN 6 
New York, New York 10022 
Tel: (2 12) 42 1-2800 Defendant C O ~ ~ ~ \ (  c;LE iiK's OFFICE 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs N E ' f l Y O ~ ~  -2 

I+ 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 3 0 2012 



- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 13287/98,111047/98 & 
190391/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Pm 30 

WHEREFORE, defendanb ECR INTERNATIONAL f M a  UTICA BOILER hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERlvA TIONALfMa 

UITICA BOI5ER with prcjudlce, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants ECR INTElWATIONAL fMia UTICA BOILER , be and the same axc hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 02012 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AO.  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., ET AL 

Index No.: 110180/00 & 117863/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL F/WA UTICA BOILERS hereby request 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ECR INTERNATIONAL FIKJA UTICA 

BOILERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

ECR INTERNATIONAL F W A  UTICA BOILERS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. I d 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

SO ORDERED: 



Cl,Bs640C)/Iegal/nos~nl/February 20 I2 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_________________rr_____ll________lr____---~~---------_--------"- X 
ANDREA E. HAYWARD, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of HENRY J. HAYWARD, JR., and ANDREA E. 
HAYWARD, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No.: 126037/02 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 35 . -  

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 1NC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby d i s m i 5 w i t h  prejudice and 

Attorneys for Defendant -. 

Weitz & Luxenberg $?&I CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 12 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 

I New York, New 

MAY 3 0 2012 



I’ I ai 11 ti ff‘( s) . 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 13565/02 & 
127345102 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

juclgiiiciit i n  tlic abovc-uu titlcd cas t .  pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

O I ~ l ~ ~ ~ R ~ < ~ ~ .  tha t  upoii noticc to all co-defendants, ail claims and cross claims against 

dcfhdants  C‘I . I .~AVl~R-J~IIOO1~S,  INC‘. bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
Pi 

Shawnette Fluic, Esq. 



-. . . .. . . . . . .~ 
I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 127888102 & 
1 023 62/03 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 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 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

hichael Fanelli, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & oore 
2 Rector Street, 14"#0$ New York, New York 10003 
New York, New York 1 0 

Weitz & Luxenberg 5/!24 12 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

E D 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 107403/02 & 
114095/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVE , INC. be and th 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E  (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDEFIED, JUN - 6  2012 

COU~V I Y L L L ~ ~ ~ + , > <  . . ,CE 
. .  - 

NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

II -against- Index No.: 10 1 129/03 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
II 1.A.S Part 30 

II 
/ I  

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

A i  smissina nlaintiffs' comelaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 
Y P - --I____ - - -. 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and - 
without costs. 

I 

. ... 
Fr 
"*""'-J 

Weitz & 1 

S h a m 2 1 u i  tt,' bsq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

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

5 2312, CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. I '1- *ark Ortiz, Esq. 
I I  AttnmPv for Plaintiff 

1 1  T O  Broadway 
Luxenberg 

- .ew York, New York 10003 
I \  

N 

3-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



CLB55045/legal/nosj~/Scptember 2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
AGNES CESTARE, NO OPPOSITION 
__________lr----__________l__________t_r--------------------"~--" 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- Index No.: 116052/02 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 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 CLEAVEK-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,+ 
.--I- "++h-.-i- 1--- - 

Frank ortiz, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

CLEAVER-BROOKS, XNC. 

New York, New York 10006 3 < 4  

SO ORDERED, 

I D 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 14016/02 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice. 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Y ork 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

Barry McTiernan o e 
2 Rector Street, 1 4 w o f  C E D 
New York, New York 1 00 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 113731/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenbc-, - . - , , - 
New York, New Y ork 10003 
700 Broadway Q 

MAY 3 02012 



CLB55045/legal/nosJm/September 20 I2 

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

X 
GEORGE E. ALLEN, 
__"_r_------------"_-----------------------"~----------"--------- 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WA'TER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 122052/02 

NY CAI", 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, lNC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 
Frank 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

SOORDERED, __ ..$ ;s OFF\CE 
0ViK . -3 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. 124444/02 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, LNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
,: 

without cgsts. 

_ _ _  .. .. - .. - 
%-\ TW )I Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

~ / & / I Q  

. -_ .. I - 

Attorncvs for Defendant ju 
CLRAGER-BROOKS, INC. [?pKS OF 
Barry Mc'riernan & &kmre' kzGd YORK 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 



Plaintiff(s), 

Indcx No.: 100861/03 & 
1 1 5 3 1 2/03 

NYCAI, 
3.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defeendanls CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request suiiiniafy 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, ?J4C. with pre.iudicc, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed witli prejudice and 

/ without costs. ,, . -~ -- 

I '  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Dekndant 

Wtitz & Luxeiiberg 5/23/12 C LEAVER-BROOKS, IN C. 

I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14' Floor 
New Yorlh New Yo Q .  

I 
41 

f O 0 6 L  12) 3 13-3600 
JUN -6 2 w  I 

OFF\@ ! 
SO OFtDERED, , ,, \yKS I 

Hnn. GOULU' &J yoRK 

I 

1 
MAY 3 0 2012 i 



c 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- Index No.: 190156/12 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 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 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, WC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 1 

/ 
Patti Burshtyn,Esq. Charles Neal, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROO 

Barry McTiernan 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor \\IN 6 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100864-03 & 
108768-03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 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 CLEAVER-BROOKS, JNC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

2 Rector Street, 14th Flo@ 
rk, New York 10096 

asquez, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

3-3600 

SO ORDERED, f lAf 8 02012 
Hen. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1065 10/02 

NYCAL, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 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 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 5 \a \ 1 a 

,4ttomey for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

SO ORDERED, couI,! ~ )/ :;'LFH'Xs C)FF-@ 
NLLV YOHK 

MAY 3 02012 





: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

-against- 

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 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: 
b 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

j u ~  -6 2012 

CLERK s O F f \ S  
A WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERU!k!!YNrUNE\N VoBK - 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 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 : NYCAL 
X l_______l"___lll___l_-lr----llr-------~-------~-----_-------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 108806/03 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTTON AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., &, ' 
; Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: TASPart30 

____llr____lrr_____r________________II__------------~-~---"---- 

LOUIS KINSELLA, 
Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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 t o  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, N w York 
5!%Y /I.- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P .C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

4 

JUN - 6  2012 1 

-LERK('S OF W E  
264 West 40' Street 
New Yorlc, New York 10018 

cuurv LJ (212) 302-2400 'NEV\IYOBK .A 

Frank Ortiz Y 

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

Dated: New York, New York - 
SO ORDERED: 

1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK Index No. 12-190156 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, sMa The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

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

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

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

thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

May 2 1  ,2012 

BY: ,Irma ./ 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Patti Burshtyn, E s q .  

(2 1 2)5 5 8 - 5 5 00 

SMITH, STRATTON&WSE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 

291Q1' 
~ -4' 

A d- 

SO ORDERED 
Hon. Sherry _* , * & '  c p  ' 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
X "__1______________"___lll_______________--------------------1-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 
: Index No. 1 198 10/02 

1 13277/02 

___1___1________________________________----------------------- 

GLORIA BERTON, Individually and GLORIA 
JEAN O'BRIEN as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. BERTON, 

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

-against - 

A.C. & S. INC., ad., 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IAS Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against 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 Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York L 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 401h Street 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

X _l____-_l_____________l___l__l___l____ 

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

(Judge Heitler) 

John T. Byrnes, as Executor for the 
Estate of John P .  Byrnes, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section S3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering C o .  I n c . ,  with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

CO. Inc., be dismissed with prej 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Luxenberg, P . 

udice and without 

I 
Attogeys for Plaintiff 
John T. Byrnes, as Executor for 
the E s t a t e  of John P. Byrnes Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Mario & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  Co.  

/ So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



I 

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

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

Defendants. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

Company and Goodyear Canada 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, New York 
59l(P((Z 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

E D  
264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 New York, New York 10003 JUN - 6 2012 

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

3 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

Defendants. 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 Yo k, New York 
-JL 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
ar Tire & Rubber 

L By: 

700Broa d ay 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

(;\-€wS . d (2 12) 302-2400 coUrq''(NEN yoRK 

Dated: New York. New York 
h 

Y -r + w i n  Heitler, J.S.C. . *' 
SO ORDERED: 

d+* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_.._____.____-______.-----.~-----~----.------.-----------~-----.---- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S. )  

Index No.: 105606/04; 100862/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S, Part 30 
__________-____..___---"-----~----.----".-----.----------.------.--- 

This Document Relates to: 

DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT H. KILLIAN, and 
DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with- 1: 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ , 2 ~ 2  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

1770443 



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

JOHN H. MCGINNIS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby , 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

> I  
He&n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

."-- 

SO ORDERED, 

1757389 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ - - - _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - _ _  _ _ _ _ - - - _ - _ - _ _ - _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
John T. Byrnes, as Executor for the  
Estate of John P, Byrnes, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

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

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, 
__--I_____I_____________ 

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

Index No.: 119504/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

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

Law and Rules Section 53212,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
John T. Byrnes, as Executor fox- Burnham LLC 
the Estate of John P. Byrnes 177 Montague Street 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th F 
New York, New York 

S o  Ordered: 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(He i t l e r ,  J. ) 

Index No.: 03 /102372  
02 /127888  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 



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

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X 

This Document Relates to: Index No, 107328l04 

RICHARD ARTHUR WILSON NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Ikfendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, lndividually 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. 

,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff’ Attorneys-for Dcfindant 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

New York, New 

JUN - 6  201.2 

\ & V i  YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 I 

t 
,RKS OFFICE 1 

\ 
C&, . JL 

SO ORDERED, p$I$ii .J d i a l 2  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__ ._ 

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

._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 101 186105 

RICHARD J, ZABINSKI 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 thc above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 1 2, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

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

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Y ork 
, 2012 

i 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBEKG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 JUN 6 
Attorney.s,fiir Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendunt , O F W E  
(21 2) 558-5500 couiq‘\NEw y0RK */a 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100864/03 & 10$781/03 

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 Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FUL TON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKDEKEL), 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. 

2 Rector Street, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

.- 313-3600 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
JUN - 6  2012 



X:/FB W45797Ae~aUMarch 2012 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100286-03 

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 presjudice and 

without costs. 

/ 

700 Broadway 

-I 

WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 600 

New York New York 10006 

1 L D 
SO ORDERED, __-. 

Hon. JUN -6 2!QIz 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiff( s), 

"against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No,: 101958/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, N C .  hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereb 

without costs. 

__I ---- _I.--I- -.- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

B a r r y M c T i e r n a n & M p 4  1 - E 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Fl r 

Weitz & Luxenberg SI2 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 101965/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 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 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the 

without costs. 

1 

_I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 5 Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernm & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
,New York,New rk 0 6 
(212) 313-3600 P I L E D  

.it#!& -6 2W 
--. 

CQfjl'J I d;..I%K'S 2I;FICE 
hEW YORK 

SOORDERED, - 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 103 185103 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 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 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismised with prejudice and 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
/23 la CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz& Luxenberg 3( I 
7nn Rrnndumv 

. - . . - - - _ _  

New York. New 

, " V  Y ' V Y U I I I J  

New York. New York 10003 2 Rector Street, lglrk E D 
k O  - 

(212) 313-3600 
.- JW -s 2012 

cob,, , I( c:LERK'S OFFICE 
. . .-*,, 

SOORDERED, Ho &4f#--- _- 
in. w - H e i t l e r  N t W  YUKK 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 103227/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

w l l l lU Ul c.v2l13. 

@ 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New Yop*O& E 

5/24 P- CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313-3600 



- 

S hawne'id'!$htp€%q. 
\ .  

I II Attornev for Plaintiff F / " i  / L O  Attorneys for Defendant 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

CLB55582/lenal/nosimlSeotember 201 2 

I d - - -  - - - - - __. /I Weitz & Luxenberg 3,4 I 2 CLEAVLR-BROOKS, INC. 

-against- 

- 
I 700 Broadway 1 1  New York, New York 10003 . 

Index No.: 100331/03 

II SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_r__________"______________l__l_________--~--~-----------------"- X 
DOMINIC ELIA, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant( s), 
_____r_____________"l__________________r--------"-----"---------- X 

WHEWFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
I 

> 
~ . -.$ 

I 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

*kIOCP6 n 
SO ORDERED k l -  



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 10033 1/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant( s), X 
__l___"r_____r_________r____r____f______---~----~-----~-----~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against def'endants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with pre+j udice, 

and there bcing no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Pj* 

Ifc/ 
-__-I_- 

4 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Mo re 
2 Rector Street, #o& 
New York, New ork 10006 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1273 17/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant( s), 
_----________II__--___________l_rr______-----~-~----------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 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 CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th F o 
New York, New Yo 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

& \ o L  E D New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313-3600 
JUN -6 2012 

NEW voRK 
SO ORDERED, cou,v iy CLLKKS 0 ~ ~ 1 ' ~  

MAY 3 0 2Q12 



Cl,R55h29/legallnos~mlSeptemher 20 I2 
STJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
JOSEPH J. LUNGA, 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

Defendant( s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 123165/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X _______I____-________I__________________------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defcndants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

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

dismissing plainliffs’ complaint against clekndants CLEAVER-BROOKS. INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are herehy dismissed with prejudice and 
f -.. 

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

SO ORDERE 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14Ih Floor 
NewYork,NcwYor 
(212) 313-3600 

CLEAVER-BROOKS , INC. 

MAY 3 0 2012 



- against - Index No.: 113287/98, 11 1047/98 & 
190391/11 

WHEREFORE, defendants ECR INTERAATIONAL f M a  DUNUIRK MDU TOR 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' comphint against defendants ECR 

INTZKW TIONAL f M c  D L J i V K l . .  RABZATOR CORPOMl7ON with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants ECR INTERNA TTONALfMa DUNKIRK RADIA TOR CORPORATION, bc and the 

e and without cost 

" ._ . Barry McT.lernan-& Moorc: - 

2 Rector Street, 4'h Floor 
New York, New Yoriic: io006 

700 Broadway -- - . 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



X. :/cases/FBW46427/legal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SOL SHARGEL, 
-,.___*-- .. __r____________r-____________________r__---------- x 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 103185/03 

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. 

--- Frank Ortiz, Esq, S N T w d i e r ,  Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. &* * BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff3 Attorneys for Defendant 

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Fl 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

JllN -6 2m 
Co"ri;ru' cL.tJh:) Gt F SO ORDERED,-- 

Ho NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

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. 

Frank Ortiz,' Gsq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Flo 

/ (212) 558-5500 

JUN -6 20112 

COUl\ , '< 1 >LEI if; :; OFFICE 

12) 313-3600 

SO ORDERE 

NEW YORK . .~ 

MAY 3 0 2012 

Index No.: 120622/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1 18277/02 

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 

g32 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. 

*, r c - r h  Frank Ortiz, Esq. , Ld 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. + ' , MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 519311 2 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

York, New York 1 

JM-6 2m2 
SO ORDERED, 

C,UN i ( <'!\-EGK'S OFFICE . 
NEW YORK 



Index No.: 103227/03 

-against- 

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

A.C. & S., INC. 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 

5321 2, 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. 

, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

jUN -6 2012 

coblu, ,, C;I_ER\CS OFF\CE 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YOnK :J 

HAY S 0 2812 



X. :/cases/FB W45919/legal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1273 17/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing 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. , 

<, ______-I -- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. e Halbardier, Esq. 
WEIT7 Rr T T TXFNRERG. P.?.. ' & MOORE I Y  - - - - _ _ +  - 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTONBOILERWfkI  E D 
2 Rector Street, 14* F1 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 6 ~ ~ ~  - 6 zm r 

new for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10038 

(212) 313-3600 
,;-L~K;'S OWGE rn: 1IU I f - -..a, 

(212) 558-5500 

/ 
SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 123 165/02 

-against- 

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

A.C. & S., INC. 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 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;' ! 
"" ~ * 

" A  

*' ,,* i Frank Ortiz, Esq. L t 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "' BAM, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floo 
5/24 12- FULTON BOILER WO 

-6 2m 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 , New York, New York 10006 1\3Es 



Index No.: 101955/03 

-against- 

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

A.C. & S., INC. NYCAL 
1,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 

$321 2, 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. 
I 

.. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 



X. ./cases/FBW45898/legal/NOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

Index No.: 114568/02 A -  

JOHN J. MONAGHAN, 

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 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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
180 Maiden Lane 5/42 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1 1 1823/02 & 
100679/07 

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 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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq+ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '' , MCTTERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant 

ew York 10006 JUN - 6 la 
COUNTY CLERKS 0'fiGE 

**I% 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED,- NEW yORK - -"z= 

Ho * 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 128024102 

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 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. 
Y\?\\L 

CTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 , New York 10006 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 128019/02 & 105929/03 

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, 
c; \?\\a 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadwav 

ardier, Esq. 
Attgrnneps fnr F1.U .TON 330T'LFR WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street. 14th Floor 
NewYork,NewYork 0 6 

1313-3600 F 'Q e E New York, N? 10003 
(212) 558-550 

GLE\.j\c':> !JW\CE SOORDERED, _ 

H GOU~~'yNEW y0RK 3 



X. ~/cases/FBW46427/legaVNOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No. : 124444/02 

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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 141h €710 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Index No.: 122052/02 

-against- 

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

A.C. & S., INC. 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 upan 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 
180 Maiden Lane 

(212) 558-5500 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 113731/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

L. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %. .Mi J L ,  .I k K b e d i e r ,  Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.' ' ' BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

FULTON BOILER W 180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 5'24'2 2 Rector Street, 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New 

<*  

SO ORDE 



Index No.: 116052/02 

-against- 

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

A.C. & S., INC. 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 

$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 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 1003 
(212) 558-5500 

, yk\{Ks OFF\= 
C(jUl\I <' 3 

NEvd YORK ~ -, I * a *  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__..__ "_________________________________----...~-------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 126935-02; 104166-03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
___._.__________________________________-----..""------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES E. MAYBEE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 
, I  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5) (0 ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JUN -6 2012 

Hden Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

.,, . . .. m 

1 



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

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - " - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1041 84-03; 126935-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
__________..._-.-_ "_____________________---".--.-..-"~-------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

RENATO JOSEPH CHIRLES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_______________"___"_r__________________-------------~-------.-".--. 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5\10 ,2012 IUN -6 2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

h COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NtW YOHK -- .> ,. 

Helen Azoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 



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

DAN A. DE VICO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5)lO ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1757389 



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

ROBERT FLAHERTY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 
5/ IO ,2012 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JUN -6 2012 4 

Heleh Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

a 

1757389 



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

HENRY J. HAYWARD JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMn 4RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OFtDER 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - ~ - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JUN - 6  2012 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1 

HeleT Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

..a IK 

1757389 



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

JAMES W. HOLECEK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
5/16' ,2012 JUN - 6  2012 

FFlCE 

; 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

New York, NY 10003 

I_ 

so ORDERED, 

1757389 



I . .- .- . .. 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Vosseler 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 128024/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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 

Phan Alvarado, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 116 East 27th Street, 12th \ 

New York, NY 10003 NewYork,NY 10016 L. E D 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 

(212) 558-5699 (212) 452-5300 
JUN - 6  2012 

,\_I:ZK'S OFFICE 
N E:\N Y ORK 3 

ddt 
SO ORDERED, 

up 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
________.....-_-________________________-- "-~------------------"---. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No,: 124999/00; 119386/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
________.......-._ ______________________---------------------....--- 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY J. ALLEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 \$ ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

L h d  %&s&kkb- 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

1736736 



STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5 \ 9  ,2012 

ulvaney & Carpenter, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JUN -6 2012 

\j li.' C:l.EHKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

1136136 



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

GILBERT0 ORTIZ ARCE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York 
$0 ,2012 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

I 

Helbn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 1 

I 

cs 

1757389 
'Y 4 



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

Index No.: 126686-02 

MARTIN S. ARONSON NO OPPOSITION SUMhAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
SJO ) 2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

I757389 

n Heitler 

_ - - _ -  --'- JUN - 6  2M2 I 

\ ./ 



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

R 
~~ 

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

This Document Relates to: 

TOMAS MALDONADO JR. 

_- 

Index No. 101375/05 

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 

m? " UUS'..r, Frank Ortiz, Esq. %., ti 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC -% M A L A ~ Y & B R A D L E  L c $ f L - -  \( 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

150 Broadway, Suite 60 
New York, Ncw York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintifr Attorneys. for Defendmt J)N -6 2012 

W$ in Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LTTlGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

DOMENIC N. MATTIELLI 

Index No. 109544104 

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 

ORDEREO, 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,JFw York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
A ttorneys $1. I’lainljf 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys for Dejcndunt 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED MAY 3 0 2012 



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

x. 

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

2. 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 108924/04 

JOHN J. SLEVIN NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as "Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp." hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it i s  

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, yew York 

*:* ~ !+ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attcirneys fiir Plaintiff' 
(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 
A ttomeys< for Defindu p31 L E  D 

JUN -6 2012 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: MAY 3 OmyoEK 3 

w e i n  Heitler 



Index No.: 10 1965/03 

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 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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER 
2 Rector Street, 14th 
New York, New Yo 

(212) 313-3600 JUN - 6  2012 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Ai 
SO ORDERED, could i 'I: CLEI~KS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



. . . 

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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Isabelle S. Sherb, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of Benjamin David Sherb a/Wa Ben Sherb, 
deceased 

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

Index No: 190044/08 

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: NewYor , N  wYork * 
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. 05335.32903 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4"' Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

I J\JN - 6 2012 

4060993.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____-____r_--l----_____________r________- 

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

Index No: 1 1090 1 /04 

Victor Silverman and Elizabeth Silverman 

.. " ". 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

&a@ 
Julie R. Ev ns, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1 001 7 
Our File No. 05335.31282 

New York, NY 10036 

F T L E O  
SO ORDERED, 

JUN -6 2m 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Bernice Samelson, as Personal Representative of the 
Estate of Nathan Slaff 

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

Index No: 1036 15/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x 

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

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

Dated: New Yor , N  wYork s1;7pIz 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

406 1005.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON 
150 East 42"d Street nr E D 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 05335.31655 

17 

JUN -6 2012 

. ~ . ,LEHKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK - .  

_ >  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _r________---l-l--_-____________l______l" 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Audrey Ruda, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of Jack Ruda, deceased 

. -  I 

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

Index No: 103903/08 

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, Ne York 4 

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

ork, New York 100 17 
e No. 05335.32777 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
JUN - 6  2012 

4060959.1 



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

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
LORETTA A. SCHEPIS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALBERT CERVELLERA, I..A.S. Part 39 

l-----_--_---r-_____1___1______________1-------------_------------ 

-_--__1_1_1______---__________I_________------------"-----"------- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 103904-03 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 126682-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

\ ": 

Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 5/'3/R 81 Main Street, Suite 508 ' 1 

New York, NY 10003 

Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Loretta A. Schepis 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 

White Plains, NY 10601 

Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

1 
J ~ N  -6 2012 

Telephone: (212) 558-5500 Telephone: (914) 285-07OOCOW I 'I NEW YORK 1 

* +  rican Optical Corporation 

SO ORDEJXED, 



Plaintiffs, Index No.: 1 1 1589-03 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims again@ 
7 ,*I 

hEBrni ,sei\ 

JUN - 6  2012 1 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and t 

with prejudice and without costs. 

OFFICE 
WYORK 

$& a*-,, E ~ K  
Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WErTZ & LUXENBERG, PC! 5/23/$q RENZULLI  LA^^&$€'^ L L* 

700 Broadway 

Telephone: (212) 558-5500 

Scott C. Allan 

81 Main Street, Suite 508 

Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
New York, NY 10003 

Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant NELV YUI-tlC 

White Plains, NY 1060 1 

Facsimile: (9 14) 285- 12 43 

JUN - $  2012 
-,:l-?\,,Y ( 2 1  ' ' 

n Optical Corporation.- Dwendolyn Alexander ..++ 

SO ORDERED, ZQQ vb.' 3 c\ 
d &* / 

ii & \?,O + s;clri 

t 

" 'L 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

ABB LUMMUS CREST, INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I..A.S. Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 123696/2000 
- j  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant PFIZER, 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 PFIZER, INC. orJy with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

defendant PFIZER, INC. on& be and the same are hereby dismissed w* r u ce Pg'tCTtlf)"" i 
- 3  

JUN -6 2012 3 

costs. 
f 

P.A. 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3927 
Telephone: (212) 267-3091 
Facsimile: (2 12) 267-3828 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Pfizer, Inc. 

Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

EdwardT. Brady and Phylli 
3 fi?B't 

SO ORDERED, &* / 
JU 



Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 104025-03 
126686-02 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X ___1_1_____1_____-----------------------------------------"-----"- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereb dismissed 

with prejudice and without co F I L E b  ~ ' 1  

ICE 
NEW YORK 

RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 

White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

//a 81 Main Street, Suite 508 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Connie Mucciolo American ODtical Comoration 

1"1 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, Index No. : 126 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the sam 

with prejudice and without costs. 
JUN -6 2012 

lr OFWE \ :1K 3 

IOHK \ 
J 

+ 

Scott C. Allan 

81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERGfPC I RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
Lisa Nathanson Busch 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Constance J. Blaney 

SO ORDERED, 



- *  
I 
T 

Plaintiffs, Index No.: 106981-00 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and therc being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION Qnly be and the same are hereby d id issed  

with prejudice and without costs. 

Scott C. Allan 
A?2Z-&Z&- 
WEITZ & 
Lisa Nathanson Busch 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 
Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Anne Marie Williams American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 

Id: / 
$ \d $ '%O 



Fernando Hernandez and Caridadh Hernandez 

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

Index No: 190462~ 1 
1 13546197 
25664191 
6671188 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly &/a 
“AMERICAN BILTFUTE, INC,, Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors,” (herein 
after “AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 
complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

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

5033878v.l 

EDEL AN& ICKERLLP 
Attorne for &endant JUN -6 2012 

2 12-490-3000 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

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

Index No: 1 12085/05 

Ada Iris Ovalle 

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 or ,New York qi \I 1% 

, a a ,  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTE New York, NY 10036 

ur File No. 05335.31883uN 
-wKs OF@ 

"iLy& .A 
SO ORDERED, NEW 

- 

4059475. I 



Plaintiffs, Index No.: 100725-03 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and wi 

\. 

Scott C. Allan D '  1 /q RENZULLILAWFIR L P 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 

' S  O F W E  Facsimile: (2 12) 324-546 1 Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 ,"Lt\K 

81 Main Street, Suite 50 F t L  
White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 

~ U N  -6 2BQ 

A Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant r NEW Y0RK 
Roseann Blando and Benedetta American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, Vp( 3 hm'l  

@i3 3*d: / 



~ . .. ... . 

GOLDBERG SEGALLA LLP 
100 Garden City Plera, Sle. 225 
Garden City, New York 11530 

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

MARIE PELLIGRINO, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
CARMINE PELLEGRINO, and MARIE PELLEGRINO, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No: I 190089-09 
- against - 

KCG, INC., INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
SUCCESSOR-IN-INTEREST TO RUCO D R Y W A E  I L E D 
PRODUCTS AND RUCO, INC., et al. 

' 
1 

Defendants 
- 6  2012 

Ca 'uw CLERKIS OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, the defendant, K C C  INC., l?%l%L%LY .ANI AS SUCCESSOR-IN- 

INTEREST TO RUCO DRYWALL PRODUCTS AND RUCO, 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 KCG, 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 defendant 

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

Dated: Garden City, New York 
April 26, 201 2 

''. -7 

Weitz & Luxenberg, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway KGC, Jnc. 
New York, New York 10003 

/t 
A ?&%-?[ \ 1; M%fi , FJ . Kenneth R. 

Goldberg Segalla LL 
Attorneys for Defendant 

100 Garden City Plaza, Suite 225 

SO ORDERED, 



Pelligrino v. KCG, Inc., et al. 
[ndex No.: 190089-09 
3s File No.: 8703.0002 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

THERESA CAPRISE, being duly sworn deposes and says, that deponent is not a party 

to this action, is over 18 years of age and resides in New Hyde Park, New York. That on the 

16th day of May, 2012, deponent served a copy of the within NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER upon: 

ro: SEE ATTACHED RIDER 

by depositing the enclosed in a stamped envelope in an official depository under the exclusive 

:are and custody of the United States Post Office Department within the State of New York. 

THERESA CAPRISE 
Sworn to before me this 

I03352 



J 

RIDER 
)avid A. Chandler, Esq. 
Veitz & Luxenberg, LLC 
00 Broadway 
lew York, NY 10003 

'alene Megerian, Esq. 
'heodore Eder, Esq. 
egal McCambridge Singer & Mahoney, Ltd. 
50 Third Avenue 
'uite 1100 
Jew York, NY 10022 

inna DiLonardo, Esq. 
Veiner Lesniak LLP 
88 Veterans Memorial Highway 
luite 540 
Iauppauge, NY 11788 

lames Keale, Esq. 
viichael Tanenbaum, Esq. 
3edgwick LLP 
rhree Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Vewark, NJ 07 102-4072 

loseph Carlisle, Esq, 
William Bradley, Esq, 
Malaby & Bradley, LLC 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
Vew York, NY 10038 

ludith Yavitz, Esq. 
Reed Smith, LLP 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

Kirsten Kneis, Esq. 
Kirkpatrick & Lockhart Preston Gates Ellis, LLP 
One Newark Center 
loth Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

Steve Kevelson, Esq. 
One Cozine Avenue 
Brooklyn, NY 11207 

2 



GOLDBERG SEGALLA LLP 
100 Garden City Plaza, Ste. 22 
Garden City. NY 11530 

Kenneth Roberts, Esq. 
Wolf, Block, Schorr & Solis-Cohen, LLP 
250 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10 177 

Gregg Borri, Esq. 
Law Offices of Gregg J. Borri 
61 Broadway 
Suite 2820 
New York, NY 10006 

Patrick Dwyer, Esq. 
Smith, Stratton, Wise, Heher & Brennan 
2 Research Way 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Scott Emery, Esq. 
Lynch Daskal & Emery, LLP 
264 West 40th Street 
New York, NY 1001 8 

John J. Fanning, Esq. 
Cullen and Dykman Bleakley Platt, LLP 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 1 120 1 

Donald Pugliese, Esq. 
McDermott, Will & Emery 
340 Madison Avenue 
New York, NY 10173 

Lisa Pascarella, Esq. 
Pehlivanian, Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Paynter’s Ridge Office Park 
2430 Route 34 - P.O. Box 648 
Manasquan, NJ 08736 

Yvette Harmon, Esq. 
McGuire Woods, LLP 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
71h Floor 
New York, NY 10105 

3 



GOLDBERG SEGALLA LLP 
100 Garden City Plaza, Ste. 2; 
Garden City, NY 11 530 

Jennifer Darger, Esq. 
Darger Errante Yavitz & Blau LLP 
116 East 27th Street at Park Avenue 
12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

103352 

5 



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

WLADIMIR KISELOVSKI and SUSAN J. 
KISELOVSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

INDEX NO. 115520-2005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant D E E M  & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York. 

~ Attorne for Plaintiffs 

666 Fifth Avenue, 17‘” Floor 
New York, NY 10 103 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 1 9 (212)753-5000 

/ I  --- 

SO ORDERED: 1 



8 "4 

P 

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

IN RE:NEW YORK CITY 

rr_"__lr_____"_l"__r1___________________----------------------- X Index No. 105 15 1-03 
This Document Relates To: 

EUGENE € U S 0  JR., 

0 RI C IrJA 1 X __r_"l_"_r__"--"--_"_r_____r___________r----------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Plaintiff, AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

: 

Defendants. 
X ............................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont 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 Marernont 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 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-/4* ,2012 

Phah Alvarado, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintij5 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

/"- 

SO ORDERED, 

Peggy L. Pan, k iq .  
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 19 
(212) 506-1700 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
NYCAL X __-__l-___l--l_l-_l______________I____ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitleu) 
X - -___-- -___-__-_--_- - - -_- - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1 9 0 0 8 3 / 1 2  
Edwin Marsh, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SuMMARr JUDGMENT 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _______l___-___--l_l------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc , hereby requests 

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

Practice Law and Rules Section S3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be 
\ *  

i dismissed with prejudice and without GtB.1, E r) 

V V ~ L L Z  bc I-luxermerg, /Cullen and Dykman LLP; 

E d w i n  Marsh 
700 Broadway, 6'h' Floor 
New York, New York 10003 York 11201 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Goulds  Pumps Inc. 

Attorneys f o r  Plain 7; 

So Ordered: 



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

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ERNEST0 RIVERA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100731/03 & 
105 150/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fWa BMI, Inc., 

prejudice and without cofts. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

& COURTNEY, P.C. - 2012 

Elmsford, New York 105w' i NEW yam A 
(914) 345-7301 bd. 

Attorneys for Adience flwa B#$nc. 
530 Saw Mill River Rsad 

i 

NP( CLERK'S OFFIE  

File No.: 473.89999 n 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
SALVATORE RAGONE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116190/03 & 
100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fllda BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without co P ts. . /  F I L E D .  ‘i 
a 

. -.* 

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

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90036 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ANDREW SCHAEFER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10073 1 /03 & 
105 146/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
\;A 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: A c / i  n -2012 
T A - -  -- m 

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

& b U 6 T N E Y ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/w BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 422p8601 
(914) 345-7301 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ROBERT G .  JEWELL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100861/03 & 
1 1 S562/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an \ \_&“rs h 

- 6 2uQ ---_ JUN 
ou,s UkFGE 

q. GuUN‘;;;;oBK 

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

, O’NEILL, O’BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

/ 
SO ORDERED, 

313’ 



. TMc:CCCjpk) 
4/23/12 

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 
i 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  ! ' $  
4 -  

L 

Dated: New York, New York JUN - 6  2012 

I Y CLERKS O F F I E  

Fr- * T o b . 1 2 , k ~ n d  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7328-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
DAVID CURTISS KOGEL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100861/03 & 
110255/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  ~ '\ +* 

1. 

JUN -6 2012 t 

. , , yLtHKC; Ui 1 ICE 
NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG MARKs,o ILL, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f1Wa Adience, Inc. f1Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90023 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JOHN KNESICH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100920/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ,p q,,",*;<( --*2 
i, 

I C  
J---w*, i )  

f- J G+,f ld ic  

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ww BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 105F I I 
(914) 345-7301 = F D 

~ 

Frank O&%: Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
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 CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

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

Index No: 10086 1 /03 & 
1 16829/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

CL, I LLERKS OFFICE I 

a WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 'BRIEN NEW YORK 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

SO ORDERED 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x --------I-------__-__ll_____________l__l- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102239/08 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

Sonia Rudge, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of James Rudge, deceased NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York + 
f- 

\ -  
Joseph BellbcklEsq. 
BELLUCK F X LLP 
Attorney f o r w n t i k  
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Julie R. gvans, 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. 0 5 3 F 3 r L  E 0 

g j ~  -6 tut2 
OFF\= 

4060966. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ________I----_--___________________l__l_- 

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 109983/08 

Joseph Saeva and Norma Saeva 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
5jk!,t 

New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

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

4060970.1 



. . .. 

/&&7 p& 
-. m + M l h d b  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

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

Helex Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

CHARLES FUNICELLO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k New York 
5/15 ' ,2012 

- 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 

SO ORDERED, 

1757389 



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

CLIFFORD COHEN and ALICE COHEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants 

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

Index No. 190014-12 

NO OPPOSTIION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Lennox Industries Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Lennox Industries Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

OLf y / h  " ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway Attorneys for L e n d  FgErF=) \ 

116 East 27th Street, I 
1 

(212) 558-5500 I New York, NY 10016 1 
(212) +&--- 452-5300 JUN - 6  2012 



I 

I defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: FEBRUARY 2012 FIFO _- -_ - - - -______________________ I_________- - - - -~ - -~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -~~~~-~~~~  

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISIIMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

MUTY, DEMERS & --- McMA 
orneys for Defendant JUN - 6  2012 

New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in I , i K ~ ~ ~ ~ G g  
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & G o u  ,++, ~ O R K  
CONS’I’RUCTION CO., INC 

SO ORDERED, 

2fUL-W. Willets 
Albertson, New 
( 5  16) 294-5433 

Koad 
York 11507 

b 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, 'TISHIMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORA1'lON, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY 8r CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 
b o L q  9 , 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

J MESEDWARDS 
I-IMUTY, DBMERS CG McMA v Attorneys for Defendant 

TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in SUN - 6 zm 

lnterest to TISHMAN 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 1NC. 

-! SO OKDERED, 

4 



WHEREAS, Defendant BURNHAM, LLC, requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against 

Burnham 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 

Burnham LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

v y  

fori Benavides, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Plaintiff 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, N Y  11201 

;QW - 

SO ORDERED, 
- 

0020304 I .  WPD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

I N  RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. 
NYCAL X ____---_____I----____________I________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge 

This Document Relates to: Index No 
Edwin Marsh, 

X 

Part 30 
Heitler) 

: 190083/12 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _____-______--_____I------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment i n  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 

k 11201 

0 . :  11084-3283 

E d w i n  Marsh 

New York, New York 10003 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sher 

% 
/ 



_ -  

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge 

This Document Relates to: Tndex No 
Claudia Sanchez, 

X NYCAL --____---l-----l___------------------- 

X ___-------___------------------------- 

Part 30 
H e i  tler ) 

: 190312/11 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant Burnham LLC, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Burnham LLC, be dismissgd 
, .  

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Pi. 
- 
K ~ ~ I I L L ~  n b  

- . 
Wei t z & Luxenberg, P C .fzF6rE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
C l a u d i a  Sanchez Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

C g l e n  and 'Dykman LLP 
FAttorneys for Defendant 

(718) 855-9000 

/ 
e No.: 11084,%$%3 

So Ordered: 



I )  

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler 

X NYCAL _-----__-___-__--------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

X ________-----__-____l______l_________l 

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 121910/02 
Luana Mary Kornacki, Individually and 
as Executrix for the Estate of Andrew 
Kornacki , 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
a.0. Smith Water Products C o . ,  et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  I n c . ,  

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 C o .  I n c . ,  with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering 

Co. Tnc., be dismissed with prej  tot co+s. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Luana Mary K o r n a c k i  I Mario & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
I n d i v i d u a l l y  and a s  Executrix Inc. 
for the E s t a t e  of A n d r e w  177 Montague Street 
K o r n a c k i  
700 Broadway, 6th Floo 
New York, New 

So Ordered: 



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

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

ALFRED L. MARIN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOW, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Tnc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fAda BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., , ERKS ob-&'€ 
improperly named as PrernPPk&&)$#~-yp~~~ 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

A -  
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JOSEPH LATTANZIO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100864/03 & 
108781/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMI, lnc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prej 

casts. 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90024 

,,@It 
/ 

SO ORDERED, 



r 

TMc:zCGpk) 
2/21/12 

RECEIVED 

MAY - 4 2012 
SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

CON EDlSON LAW DEPT 
________-------_---...--- " - - - - - - - - - - - " "  ~.-...-...--------------~.---..----, 

/ INDEXNO. 
i 107352/05 
i ASSIGNED TO: -_-_-...__-__ "_-----------~-......-..--"--------------....--"------------~. 
3 HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: ! 

DIANA VERDE 
' NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- - - -  " " _  ....._..--------------~~......~---~~~--------......---~~~ " - - - - - - ~ ~ "  

'WFEEFORE, 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 sam- h&by 

4 Irving Place I 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. 

Our File No 
S-42 18-05 



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

ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA 
MARCHESONA, 

Plaintiffs, 
-vs- 

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

Defendants. 

New York City Asbestos Litigation 
(NYCAL) 

Index No,: 190376/2011 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
UDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

RE: APRIL 2012 IN EXTREMIS 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to CPLR $3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' 

Complaint against Defendant THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
w z;x 2012 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
.4ttorneys for Plaintiffs 

MAY 3 0 2012 

GIBBONS PC. 
One Pennsylvania Plaza, 37'h Floor 
New York, New York 101 19-3701 
Attorneys for Defendant 
The Sherwin-Williams Company 

A I 1 4  . -  ( 

By: - -  

Bryan Belasky, Esq. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h b  

- 



II. u i  I 

New York City Asbestos Litigation 
(NYCAL) 

Index No.: 190435/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
UDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
RE: APRIL 2012 IN EXTRF,MIS 

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

FRANCESCO SCARF0 

Plaintiffs, 
-vs- 

BENJAMIN MOORE & COMPANY., et al., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, DefendmtTHE SHERWFN-W€€,L€AMS COMPANY, hdividually and . -. . 

as Successor to and Doing Business As Thompson Minwax (improperly pleaded as MINWAX 
COMPANY and SHERWIN WILLIAMS COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to 
Baltimore Paint and Chemical Corporation and The Minwax Company) hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to CPLR $3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' 
Complaint against Defendant THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
Defendant THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to and 
Doing Business As Thompson Minwax, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F \ L E Q .  \ 9 J-2- ,2012 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

GIBBONS PC. 

3 
One Gateway Center 
Newark, New Jersey 07 102-5 
Attorneys for Defendant FOUN ry CLERK'S OFF'C~ i 
The Sherwin-Williams O ~ ~ X I ~ E W  VQRK -4 

j p ~  -6 2012 
0 

By: 

SO ORDERED, 



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

HELGA MARQUSEE, Individually and as 
Executrix to the Estate of CHARLES B. 
MARQUSEE, deceased 

Plaintiffs, 
-vs- 

New York City Asbestos Litigation 
(NYCAL) 

Index No.: 10-190286 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, ehUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
al,, /RE: OCTOBER 2011 IN EXTREMIS 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, Defendant THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY. hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to CPLR $3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint against Defendant THE SHERWIN- WILLIAMS COMPANY with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross-claims against 
Defendant THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

GIBBONS PC. 
One Gateway Center 
Newark, New Jersey 071 02-53 10 
Attorneys for Defendant 
The Sherwin-Williams Company 

By: 
Brian Belasky, Esq. 

MAY 3 0 2012 



' .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

, -  I .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
0RI)ER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant UNION PUMP COMPANY hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant UNION PUMP 
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: A4-Y b., G/"t 

Ab--- / I 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F1T1lb E D \ New York, New Y 
.Jik No. 07723.000 3 

JUN -6 2012 
1 

I , ik'S OFFICE ' 1% u L v ~  YORK 

/A- 1 

SO ORDERED, 

*h" 9 
~ "CC 

5021606v.1 



MAY, 17. 2 0 1 2  1 0 : 0 6 A M  NO, 2 8 5 3  P o  2/3 

SUPREME COURT OF "HE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O M  COUNTY 
X - - - - - - -  C - - - - - - - - - - - r - - - - ~ . ~ - . . . " - - - " - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitlcr, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A,S, Ptut 30 

Stanlcy Friedman and Phyllis Friedman 
NO OPPOSJTION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN lBILTIu11;: TNC., incorrectly s l h h  
"AMERICAN BILTRITE" (herein nfier 46AMERICAN BILTKITE INC.'') hereby requesu 
sumniary judgment in the above-ontitled cast, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
3212, dismissin8 plaintiffs' wrnplnint against defmdmts AMERICAN BILTRITE INC, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thcreto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfondmts, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMENCAN BILTRITE INC., bc and the same arc hereby dismissad without 
prejudice and whhout costs. 

BrIdgtr IJ)Truxillo, Esq. 
THE LANTER LAW FIRM, PLLC 
Attotnay for Plaintiff 
I26 East 56th Stmt,  6th Floor 
New Yo&, NY 10022 

SO ORDERJD, 

S035461v I 

AMERICAN A l t o r n t y f o r D l + q  ~ E Q 

150 East 42nd Street 



M A Y .  17, 2 0 1 2  1 0 : 0 6 A M  

- - -  ~ 

NO, 2853 P o  3/3 

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . I ~ I ~ I . ~ - - . ~ . . - Y I " - - - - - ~ ~ , . ~ . . ~ . ~ . ~ ~ " ~ . ~ .  

NYCAL 

(Heiiler, J.) 

Index No: I 90 187/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

--+.-".,-."."-.-.-.~.-."".-.."~"---""--..~ 
This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITlON 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, incorrectly sWa "RSCC 
WIRE & CABLE F/WA ROCKBESTOS-SUPRENANT CABLE COW." (hewindier "RSCC 
WIRE & CABLE LLC") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled m e ,  pursuant 
to Civil Practice Law and Rulea Section 3212, dismissing plaintlfW complaint against 
defendants RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC without prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thcretto, 

ORDERED, hat upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
dcfcndants RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, be md the same are hcrtby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: 

'ME LAMER LAW FIRM, PLLC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
126 East S6th Street, 6th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

1 SO Ehst 42nd Street 
New York, New York IO01 7 JUN I 6 2019 

I 2 12-490-3000 
cbu, ~ ~ .,LE~IK'S OFFICE 

/ KLW YORK 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190025/12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X rll__________________l_l________ll______- 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OWER 

Michele Alfano, as Executrix of the Estate of Antoinette A, 
Kiszkiel a/k/a Ann Kiszkiel, deceased 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: c/ 10 1% 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

D 
JUN - 6  2012 File No.: 05335.00001 

-. LERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

@%v YORK 

/' 
'F-- y 3 fi 

4976452~. 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

Martin Schmidt and Hildegard Schmidt 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

B e l l u c v  Fox, LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

Joseph $'&ell&, Esq, 

SO ORDERED, 

4976459~. I 

New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
x _ " " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l l l _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Fernando Hernandez and Caridadh Hernandez 

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

Index No: 190462/11 
1 13546/97 
25664/9 1 

667 1/88 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a 
"AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors," (herein 
after "AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.") hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 
coniplaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMEFUCAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

5033878v.l 



Joanne Bischofsberger, Carolanne Chamberlain and 
Suzanne V. Paddock, as Co-Executrixes of the Estate of 
Diana Mary Verde and Anthony Verde 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York a 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Julie R. Eqans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

4061085. I 1 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1230/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Robert Castorina, Jr. SUMMARY 

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 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Ph"an Alvarado, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

5036274v.1 

f 
,,a 

New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05335.00001 N-fy c@KS oF''GE - .- . cou HEN YOBK 



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

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

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

Index No: 190092/08 

Lambert0 Trotta 

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 Yo k,N w York 
S h h  

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DTCKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Str 
New York, New ;f=. 401&. 
Our File No. 0533 .32998 

406 1055. I 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______________________ l l__ l r l____r______-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Anthony J. Turco and Ann Turco 

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

Index No: 112391/07 

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

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

Dated: New Y rk ew York q/E$L 

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

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, - 

4061062.1 

New York, N e w g # O i l 7  E D 
Our FileNo. 05 .3 3 11*11 

JUN - 6  2012 



Mae Maureen Van Buren and John Van Buren 

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

Index No: 1 16445/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

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

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

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 
s/+..'L 

Joseph Bellu , Esq. 
BELLUCK OX, LLP 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Attorney for 4 P aintiff 

A 

406 1073. I 

Julie R. Edns,  Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

JUN - 6  2012 



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

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

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

Index No: 1 15707/07 

Charles Vargo 

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 Y rk, New York srp,l, 12. 

Joseph Belluc , Esq. P BELLUCK & OX, LLP 
Attorney for P aintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

n 

4061076.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

SUN -6 2012 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Moises Velasquez Manoff, as Executor of the Estate of 
Carmen Velasquez, deceased 

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

Index No: 114403/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York a 

Joseph B e l l u c F .  
BELLUCK & , LLP 
Attorney for PI 'n iff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 41h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

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 FileNo, p382p E D 

JUN - 6  2012 

4061081.1 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Orval G. Snodgrass and Charlene K. Snodgrass 

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

Index No: 1 14402/07 

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

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

Dated: New Yo k, ew York Sj/?Y,r 
n 

New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evaffs, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

F6r b E D Our File No. 0533 

JUN - 6  2012 

406 1009.1 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106559/07 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X l__l_"-_r__---l_--___ll_____l___________- 

This Document Relates To: 

Lloyd J. Stoik, Individually and as Executor of the 
Estate of Lloyd P. Stoik, and Mary Stoik, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York - 
n 5 JosephBe uck Es Julie R. Ecans, Esq. 

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

New York, NY 10036 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

SO ORDERED, 

406101 9. I 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, N e w F k t O t 7  E D , ' \ 
Our File No. 053 .32 92 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x ______ l_______ l____ l_____ l__________r___-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Michael Suhl, as Administrator of the Estate of Sidney 
Suhl 

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

Index No: 106467/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York + 

New York, NY 10036 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.3 L E D 

JUN - 6  2012 

C L ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  i L E R K S  OFFICE 1 

406 1025.1 



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 

Kenneth H. Todd, as Executor of the Estate of Victor 
Alfred Todd, deceased NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

Dated: New Y rk, New York 

sp,7//7_ 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Julie R. &am, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No, 05335. 

406 1044, I 



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

Index No: 1 15742/03 

Sylvester Tredway 

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 - 
New York, NY 10036 

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

" a w  York, New York 10017 \ P  
OurFileNo. 0533pr E a ,,\ 

SO ORDERED, I / m  w. Heitler JUN - 6  2012 

TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
---+. v 

NEW YORK MAY 3 

4061052.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ____--_________-_-I_____1_______________- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13056/06 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

Phyllis N. Segal, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of Eli J. Segal NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

Dated: New Yo k, New York - 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

4060983.1 

n- 
Julie R, €!vans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

New York, New Yor 
150 East 42nd Street * ‘ \  

---.“o,P3\3% 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joel Neil Seitz and Adrienne Rosalind Seitz 

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

Index No: 102999/08 

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 Yor ,Ne  York 4 
y 5ua 

Julie R. vans, 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. 05335.32768 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  't 

UN - 6 2012 
3 RZoTf) ,d,v I ..LERK'S OFFICE 

4060991.1 



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

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

NYCAL 

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

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

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

Dated: New Yo k, N w York - 
New York, NY 10036 

Julie R. Ev&, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New Yprk 100 17 

,P, b E 0 
SO ORDERED, 

JUN - 6  2012 

COUN ry CLERK'S OFFICE 

,P, b E 0 
JUN - 6  2012 

SO ORDERED, 

f ' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

4060978.1 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Dorothy C. Peterson, Individually and as Executrix of 
the Estate of Clifford T. Peterson, deceased 

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

Index No: 1 15038/07 

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: Ne 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4' Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

,-.- 

an%. 
Julie R. gvans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 053 32678 

F I L E D  



.- 

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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114369/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates To: 

Marilyn Ploeckelmann, Individually and as 
Administratix of the Estate of Sidney William 
Ploeckelmann 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

WHEREFORE, defendant G.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 Yo k, New York 5JI ' I  12 

New Y ork, NY 1003 6 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York. New York 10017 

F38'% E D Our File No. 05 

JUN - 6  2012 

4060780.1 



.. . 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __l_-_-________l___l___________l________- 

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

Index No: 10484 1 /05 

Russell Rood Jr., as Personal Representative of the 
Estate of Romeo Henry Poirier 

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 Yo k, N w York * 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evhhs, 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. P I L E D  

JUN - 6  2012 

4060786. I 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Robert C. Richards 

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

Index No: 107969/04 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New Yo k New York s;Ihp 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

4060943.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 1 .  

Our File No. 053 p!98L E D 1, I \  

JUN - 6  2012 



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

Index No: 103964/08 

Grady Rogers 

WHEREFORE7 defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

4LY= 

New York, NY I0036 

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

" Our File No. 05335.3 769 p0PL E D 
JUN - 6  2012 

C O L ~ .  , ,,LERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

c\ ~~,~ NEW YORK 

4060942. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ,) 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O W  CITY 
X ______- -_"___l l____-___l___l__ l_____r___-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100406/0& 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X __- l___ l -____- l - -__ -___________ l__ l_____-  

This Document Relates To: 

Nancy Rourke, as Executrix of the Estate of Hugh 
McMunn and Dorothy McMunn, Individually 

- .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
5/14/12 

New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

4060952. I 

J.: 

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

fPile No. 05335W'L E D 
JUN -6 2012 

I ; Cob,, I I ;:LERK'C '3FFIZE 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Betty C. Painter, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of George A. Painter, Deceased 

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

Index No: 190344/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York New York 
r / / l l I  I2 

\ Joseph el ck,Esq. 

New York, NY 10036 

4059021.1 

n 

Julie R. Evans, fsq.  
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. 05335.34494 



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

IN RE NEW YQRK COUNTY 
X ___ - - ._ l -____-___ l_______________ I______-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 16 194102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X ___________-----____1__1_________1______- 

This Document Relates To: 

Luis Acevedo and Susan Acevedo 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants CERRO WIRE & CABLE CO., INC. and RSCC WIRE & 
CABLE LLC, incorrectly s/h/a “CERRO WIRE & CABLE CO., INC., Individually and as successor to 
and/or dk/a THE ROCKBESTOS COMPANY, ROCKBESTOS WIRE AND CABLE CO., and 
ROCKBESTOS-SURPRENANT CABLE CORPORATION” hereby request summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CERRO WIRE & CABLE CO., INC, and RSCC 
WIRE & CABLE LLC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CERRO WIRE & CABLE CO., INC. and RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC be and 
the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York -- WEITZ & LUXENBLRG PC 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SOS1305v.l 

i 
RSCC W I m w A B L E  L 4 6 2Q\Z 

New York, New YorkdW1+7- 1 ’;’- YORK 

Our File No.: 07696,04988 

i 

CERRO WIRE & CABLE%@WC. ‘, 
\?RKS OFF‘GZ ’ 150 East 42“d Street 

NEU _. 212-490-3000 



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

X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
DEBORAH MAGNIER, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE, and DEBORAH 
MAGNIER, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
PATRICIA CALABRESE, Individually, 

-----___"_______1----"----"------~"----------"------~------------- 

-_"1________1___-______________________I"------------------------- 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 
I..A.S, Part 39 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nos.: 100864-03 
1 13232-04 
11 1795-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant AMERJCAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION o& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

E D  i Lisa Nathanson Busch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 81 Main Street, Suite 508 JUN - 6  2012 

Scott C. Allan 

White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 cud, 4 ,  Y . ' .LWS OFFICE : 
Facsimile: (914) 285-12 13 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Deborah Magnier American Optical Corporatio % b 

A' c' 4 
0 

*$ 
SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 105 170-03 
10073 1-03 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X l____--_rr____"l__-____________111______----------------"--------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION OI& be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Scott C. Allan 
RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP 
81 Main Street, Suite 

, ,- 

White Plains, NY 10 

UXENBERG, PC 

New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 JUN - 6  2012 Telephone: (914) 285-0700 

Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Kathryn D' Agostino 

Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Coboration n r  1 

3 
I 



Plaintiffs, Index No.: 116450-04 
123065-01 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X ---"-1-_---_-___________________I_______------"-"------------"---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL COWORATION & be and the same are hereby dismissed 

Scott C. Allan 

S 1 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 1060 1 

Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 
Attorneys for Defendant 

RENZULLI LAW FIRM, L L ~ u N  - 6 2012 1 I 
, _ t t r . ; ~  OFFICE 

Telephone: (212) 558-5500 Telephone: (914) 285-0706 , u ~ ~ V  YORK 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Eileen Doherty American optical 

SO ORDERED, 



-against- Index No,: 190358-10 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Arthur J. Mediate and Harriet Mediate 

White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 OFF'GE c'u"," ' 1 Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 Facsimile: (914) 285-1213 NEW VORU 
Attorneys for Defendant 
American Optical Corporation 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
411 Of 12 

Our File No 
S-4363-04 

MARION MOULTRIE 

INDEX NO. 
113756/O4 
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 ,h be p d  Esnare hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway of New 
New York, NY 10003 

1 *  

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

/ SO ORDERED: 



7 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

STEVEN J. LANCELOT AND KATHLEEN 
LANCELOT, 

Plaintiff(s) 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 

Index No: 190 193/20 12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 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 

Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC YAVITZ & BLAU LLP , 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
41231 12 

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 

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-43 17-02 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
4/23/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROGER RUMSEY 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
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 

~ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED: 

Our File No _- 
s-453 5-03 " 

-- . 



TMc:CC(ipk) 
3/9/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN H. JAKWAY 

INDEX NO. 
105 7 1 5/02 AND 1 10297/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEWFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inca 

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 n 

Attorn& for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. 

Our File No 
S-67 14-02 

Attorney 
Consolidated Edis 
York, Inc. 

J- 

4 



TMc:CCQpk) 
4/23/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD GRANT 

INDEX NO. 
100396/03 AND 114010/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 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 York, Inc. , 

\ '! 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4704-03 



L 

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

ARTHUR HERLIHY and GAIL HERLIHY, his wife, 
X ...................................................................... 
: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
: LITIGATION (NYCAL) 

Plaintiffs, : ASBESTOS MATTER 
: INDEX NO,: 190149/2011 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.F, SUPPLY COW., et al., 

Defendants. 
X r"______l__l"l------_-----------------"-----"-------~------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMEC Construction Management, Inc. ("ACMI") hereby 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant, ACMI, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants ACMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&2$ dl?/ ,2012 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, LLP GANGEMI LAW FIRM, P.C. 

By: 5&&d. /+Le 
Salvatore G. Gangemi 

700 White Plains Road, Suite 338 
Scarsdale, New Yark 10583 

Attorneys for Defendant AMEC 
Construction Management, Inc. 

110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, New York 10038 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 267-3091 (914) 725-5800 

SO ORDERED: - 
Honorable S h e w  Klein Heitler 

0622-1 15-21951 



. .. 
ION111712013 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 190376/2011 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, International Business 

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

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

defendant, International Business Machines Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

&@ea T/I. 
By: Elizabeth M, Youn 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs DEUTSCH, LLP 

Attorneys for Defendant 
RITA MARCHESONA INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS MACHINES 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor CORPORATION 
New York, New York 10036 Office & P.O. Address 
(212) 681-1575 600 Third Avenue 

New York New York 10016 
F I L E D  

ssrj+&jo JUN -6 2012 

C O L , ~  1 Y C L E . ~ \ , ~ ' S  CdFFlGE I 

NEW YOWK 

jc 
{01058619 DOC } 
731655~ 

b r * '  ' 



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

X 
I , N  RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-X 
This Document Relates To: 

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

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30  
(Heitler, J. ) 

EUGENE BROWN AND EDNA BROWN, INDEX NO.: 190458/10 

Plaintiff, 

-against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANP ORDER 

BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, n/k/a 
BURNS INTERNATIONAL SERVICES 
CORPORATION, CATERPILLAR, INC., 
et. al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant,Volvo Cars of North America, LLC, and i ts  

affiliates, subsidiaries, predecessors, wccessors in i n t e r e s t ,  
agents, heirs and assigns, hereby request Summary Judgment in t h e  
above-captioned case, pursuant to CPLR 93212, dismissing Plaintiffs 
Eugene Brown And Edna Brown's complaint against Defendant, Volvo 
Cars of North America, LLC, with prejudice, and t h e r e  being no 
oppoaition thereto, 

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

cross claims against Defendant, be and t he  same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: May 7, 2012 
N e w  York ,  New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HARDIN, 
POLETTO A "\ 

KUNDLA, McKEON & 
P . A .  

l_l__ 

L & 
Charles Ferguson, Esq. 
Attorneys for P l a i n t i f f s ,  Eugene Attorneys fox V O l V O  Cars of North 
Brown And Edna Brown America, LLC 
700 Broadway 
New York,  NY 10003 ' e l d ,  NJ 070 B A, !E D 

@%- 6 2012 
SO-ORDERED: 3 0  

COUN I Y a &cs 
.U bM 



3MCOMPANY,IndividuaJlyand ~ 1 s  Successorto NO OPPosrTIoN 
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing 
Compm3y, et al., 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
~~~~~~ AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs" Complaint against defendant North American Hoganas, Tnc., with 

prejudice and without costs, and there being na opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all GO-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agElin$K 
E- 

V E  D defendant North American Iioganas, Jnc., bc and the w i e  are hereby 

and without ~osts.  

Dated: New York, Ncw York 
March 2,201 2 

Floor 
New York 1 Q036 

(212) 681-1575 

4845-2650-4268.1 



In re NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RUSSELL J. FOREMAN AND DOROTHY H. 
FOREMAN 

Plaintiff(s), 

V. 

SHELL OIL COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
Index No.: 11-190353 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

i- 2N2 I 

@GE 
JUN # u  

WHEREFORE, defendant Shell Oil Company hereby requests surnrn@$N@$&f~~& 
L 

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

complaint against defendant Shell Oil Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Shell Oil Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
May zL, 2012 

EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C. 

[odrinsky L- 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
Telephone: (212) 986-2233 
Facsimile: (212) 986-2255 

Attorneys for PlaintiJfi 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
h 

By: 
Kristin J d e r d i n o  

437 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
Telephone: (212) 940-3000 
Facsimile: (2 12) 940-3 1 1 1 

Attorneys for Defendant 
-1 / w f c o m p a n y  

3 0  



X:/EVA54326./1e~dN0SJM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____lll_r"lr_______________ll_rr_______--------~~~~"_~_~~~~-~--- X 
DONALD CONROY and BARBARA CONROY, NO OPPOSITTON SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff( s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 190138/10 

WHEREFORE, defendants EVAPCO, 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 EVAPCO, DJC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

OKL)EP.ED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants EVAPCO, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Mark"Bibro,Esq. 
- 

Suz#$! Halbardier, Esq. 
Attorneys for EVAPCO, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 

+3\ I 2- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Easrly & Straws 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1 York, New York 10006 

) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
JUN - 6  2012 

-4 MAY 3 0 2012 



ELIZABETH S, MCDONALD, as Executrix for 
The Estate of ROBERT MCDONALD, and 
ELIZABETH S. MCDONALD, Individually, 

: 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.O. XMll H WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ut., 
Including MAWMONT CORPORATION, 

Index No. 1 1 1778/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

b 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont 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 Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

3 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
SI/& ,2012 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby 

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

SOORDERED,( M// 

Hon. Sherry Ut 

KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New Y o H e w  York 10019 

/06-~1700 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONS'I'KUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with pre+judice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

MES EDWARDS 

3 

f 
..-J 

& MCQNMLE+;~-pnws 
oFFIc~ Attorneys for Defendant YORK 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor io 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

WEITZ & LUXENUEKG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

700 Broadway 'I'ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORA'I'ION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

rtson, New York 11507 

SO OKDEREI), --- 

i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TlSHMAN REALTY 8L CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION COKPORATlON, as Successor in lnterest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC3. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

WElTZ & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEL'I-Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

rneys for Defendant 
UISHMAN CONSTR~JCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
lntcrest to 'I'ISHMAN REALTY & 
CONWRIJCTION CO., INC. 



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

I N  RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -1_-----_-1------------------------------------~------------------------ 

NYCAL 
I .A.S.  Part 30 

X (Heitler, J.) ------11_11_--------_---------------------------------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 

HOEFT, RONALD E. (DEC.) 100234/03 
106359/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

x Re: MARCH 2012 FIFO - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ - - ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISI-IMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSlKUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
&I&, 2012 

FI L E D 4 -1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1) 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, MAY 3 0 2012 

S & McMANUS 
neys for Defendant 
MAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U .  Willets Road 

1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X I___________________________11_1________--------------------------~”~--- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J .) ____________--___--_____I_________________~_------------~~_--_-----_---_ 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 

McSPEDON, SUSAN (DEC.) 100234/03 
116288/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Re: MARCH 2012 FIFO _________1__-----_--_______11_1_________-------------_---_--------~----- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRIIC1’lON CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON 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 CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
F I L E D  * ,  ‘‘1 

JUN -6 21112 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.  
Attorneys fbr Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

, New York 11507 
-5433 

plbY 3 0 2012 SO ORDERED, 

5- ~OUNT;;;E;;KSOFF~C~ 

J MESEDWARDS 
A MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS d - -  ttorneys for Defendant 
‘I’ISIIMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., I N U .  
200 l . U .  Willets Road 

I, 





NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMA N CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

MES EDWARDS ' Cl-fW'S OFJ=~CE 
HMUTY, DEMERS & M ~ M A N & ~  ~ O H K  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTKUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1.11. Willets Road 

Attorneys for Detendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

MAY 3 0 2012 SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in lnterest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.  with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in lnterest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
,2012 

WEITZ CG LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 

SO ORDERED, 

DEMERS & Mc 
for Defendant 

CONSTRUCTlON JUN - 6 2012 
10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISIlMAN R E A L m W  
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I . U .  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

b 

(514) 294-5433 

b4 3 Qd, ~~~~ 

1 -Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEWYORK 



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

X I______________________________________I---------_-----------~-------~~~ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITlGATION NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, 3 . )  __________________--_______111_1__1__1__--~__--_------------------------ 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No 

RUMSEY, ROGER C. 12801 9/02 
105929/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: MARCH 2012 FIFO ---------_----------_1__________________-----------------------------~-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATlON, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONS'I'KUClION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TlSIiMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY Ccl CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

\ A$orneys for Defendant 

$4 

YlSHMAN CONSTRlJCTlON 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U .  Willets Road 

Ibertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

MAY 3 0 2012 SO ORDERED, 



-against- 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Hcitler, ALLIED BUILDING PRODUCTS CO., et d., 

Dcfcndants. : IAS Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests sumnmry 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LCC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

against Georgia-Pacific LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

j <  

WEITZ & L~XENBERG, P.C. 
Attorxys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

Ncw 264 West York, 40th New Street York IO01 8 F I L E D? 700Broa b &y 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 4 ,  

'7 Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



-against- 

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

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: I A S P m 3 0  

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against Georgia-Pacific LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDEMD, 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 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys foA Defendant Georgia-Pacific LLC 

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

W 
700 I Broadway 264 West 40th Street 4 

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

Dated: New York, New York 



NO OPPOSITION 
SIJMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendani, TISHMAN CONSTRUC'I'ION CORPORA?'lON , as Successor in Interest to 'TISIIMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO.. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
f l 9 i I b  ,2012 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

M E S  EDWARDS 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 14 Attorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to '11SHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRlJCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .  U, Willets Road 

~ +2;.*-., ' 
on, New York 11507, ~ -.' T a i d  94-5433 K ' S  

SO ORDERED, 

Jd* 
43 , \ J V  

i 
4 $  * b  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

PASQUALE A. FORGIONE and ANN : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
FORGIONE, 

X ____________---_1_1__1___________1_1____------------------------- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

: Index No(s).: 190216-12 
Plainti ff(s), 

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

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as : 
successor-by-rnerger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et : 
al., 

Defendants. 
X l___----_---r-________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 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 5/zZ[a 
New Yor , New York > Ada S. Dreksler, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

599 Lexington AvenugOUNTY C I - E ~ ~ ~  oFFlcE 
New York, NY 10022-6030 N€lq yoRK 

SO ORDERED, 



ALSTROM POWER, INC., et al., : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
: IASPart39 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Crown Cork & Seal USA, Inc. ("Crown") hereby requests 

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

complaint against Crown 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 

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

Dated: New York, New York 

EARLY & STRAUSS L.L.C. FLEMMING ZULACK WILLIkMSON ZAUDERER LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Crown Cork & Seal USA, Inc. 

By: \ 
Mark Strauss, Esq. Cathi Baglin, Esq. I) 

One Liberty Plaza 
New York, New York 10006-140 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 (212) 412-9500 

' '. 
_ I  

835764/21108 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

CHAMP ROBERTS and DORIS T. ROBERTS, 

X ----_r"_"_____"__---------"-----~---------"-----------------"---- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 105149-03 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X l_"_____---l-----__1"------------------------------------"------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

I L E D -  \ 4 
New York, NY 1002&5#p~ i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue JuN - 6 2012 t 

A i-" /-"I -ll/,n A _ _  - 1 (212) 558-5500 

f 
SOORDERED, -& -- 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X __1_____________--------------------"-"----------~-"------------- 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

EUGENE RISO, JR., : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
: I.A.S. Part30 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 105 15 1-03 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: /2.LaAv l Y  1"? Z O I Z  

P h h  Alvarado, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue J'lv -6 2012 

New York, NY l0022@& 
(212) 536-3900 "'-Fn/<':; [IFFICE mv YO/ ,/( 

(I 7n17 
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: 

CANDACE ZAK, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH POSSTER, : (Hon. Sherry K,An 

X _1----1-_____--_1_______________________------------------------- 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 
itler) 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: +fB(@- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue Cou,,, 
(2 12) 5SX-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 ~ $ - E W . s  

in 



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

X -----_______---__*__________l_l_________------------~------------ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 

PASQUALE A. FORGIONE and ANN : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
FORGIONE, 

X ----__1_____--__1___--------~---------------------~------------_- 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

: Index No(s).: 190216-12 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 

: 
: 

Systems, Inc. (sued herein as Weinrnan Pump & Supply Co.) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

complaint against defendant WEINMAN with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

WEINMAN be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: ci/a/(z 

Adam S. Dreksler, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 599 Lexington Avenue 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

name of Crane Pumps & Systems, Inc. 

New York NY 10022-6030 
900 

SO ORDERED, 

Y 



WHERIEAS, Defendant Flawserve Corporation, requests summary judgment only for its 

successor liability for DURCO, formerly known as Duriron (“DURCO”) in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint only against 

DURCO, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims only against 

DURCQ, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I I 

Eri 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP M~GTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

I L  Q) B . , I  

F 

‘6 2012 coDn/r\, Q 

~“&pFFtC& : 

7\1t 

/ *  

800 Third Avenue, 11”’ Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Counsel for Pluintifs 

80 Broad Street, Suite 2300 
New York, NY 1 150 1 
Co unse 1 far Dur co 

JON 

so 0 CI ;/ps 

1 

v?iq % 
id% ,u 

, *,\,*, W” 

. . , I  k-* 1 

-*<- , 8 ’ . ) 

00203041 .WPD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES J. LYNCH : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4r t -V  t y  ,2012 

Michael Roberts, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 

Robert K. Gum, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

New York, New 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1722860-1 

' 4  Q) 
F York 10003 Products Company 

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

'6 20Q 
Jutv 

co, ! 

0 boo& OFflC& 

York 10003 



HOAQLANR, LONGO 
MORAFI, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH ERRBY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ul W T S E Y S  MILL RD 
W T E  202 
HAMMONTON, Fw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 14368 

KERMAN KORNWEISER and BEATRICE NO OPPOSITION 
KORNWEISER, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
against 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all chi 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby di and without costs. 

YOAGLAND, LONGO, 
3UNST & DOUKAS, L 

.(o hle r Co . 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

3 0  ORDERED: 

, ._-. . - . . 

BY-BLAKE-17 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I Lipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

_ _ _ _ _  ............................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107146-03 

________-......_____---------------......---. ------------------..... 

This Document Relates to: 

CATHLEEN SCHNEIDER, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of CARL W. SCHNEIDER, and 
CATHLEEN SCHNEIDER, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

~ 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

I Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 
I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 

Brian Sorensen, Esq. 
McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULV 
& CARPENTER, LLP 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 104381-03; 126934-02 

WALTER RABINOWITZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New Yo , N w York *&" ,2012 
Dated: 

A 

Fr'ank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Heler! Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 

! 

E D  

1757389 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAIJ. DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORMK AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON S7 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSWICK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7M WTSEYS MILL RD 
SLUTE 2U2 
HAMONTON, W 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 14368 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

KERMAN KORNWEISER and BEATRICE 
KORNWEISER, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, hereby requests summar 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corporation, wit1 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

jefendant, York International Corporati 

wejudice and without costs. 

DATED~/$LN~w Brunswick, NJ 

\ Axl 
NENDY R. KAGAN, E S P  
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
lork International Corporation 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
JUN - 6  2012 Dated: Albertson, New York 

\ ,  , CLERK'SOFFlCE 
r .I LVV YORK .;L 

UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS, ESQS. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

orneys for Defendant 

-5433 

SO ORDERED, VAY 3 n 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O F  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ____1*___1______"_*__--l-l..l---"-------------------------------------------- 

PETER P. HONAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
107970/99 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D '  j 
Dated: Albertson, New York 

JUN - 6  2OV 
I 

'NTY CLFRK'S OFFICE 

-A 
NEWYORK 

ES EDWARDS 

ttorneys for Defendant 
EMERS & McMANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
MAY 3 n 7ft17 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY C(r CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs F I L E D  
Dated: Albertson, New York 

JAMES EDWARDS 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Willets Road 
n, New York 11507 

AIIMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

(516) 294-5433 

3 
SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSl'KUC~TION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSlRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in lnterest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
q 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY ,4 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs WAttorneys for Defendant J 

SO ORDERED, 

s w  - 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COKPOKA1'IONI as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

KHALlY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
mwq 9 , 2012 

c '*. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MU'I'Y, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant u TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TlSEIMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.  





NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., 1NC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upoil notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

v, 2012 A L  MES EDWARDS 

F I L E D '  
JUN - 6  2012 

COUN7-Y CI FRK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK ". - 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS I 
ttorneys for Defendant 

WEITL & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I . Willets Road 

bertson, New York 11507 
I Gnc (516) 294-5433 

7 M  9 Ir SO ORDERED, 
ein Heitler 



R E C E l V E D  MAY t 4 2QV 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TlSHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

'UN - 6  2012 Dated: Albertson, New York 
WALi i \  ,2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
IC. NEW YORK 
2 11 - I_- 

JAMBS EDWARDS 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

TezL??@ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. 
200 I .  U .  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 MAY 3 n 

so ORDERED, 
utd: #-e5 sKH 1 HGuu ' 



NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F r L E D  
JUN -6 2OR 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

COuWY CLERK'S OFFIE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO,, INC, 

& McMANUS 

Road 
ew York 11507 

SO ORDERED, MAY 3 2ol2 -- 



-. .... 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant, TlSHMAN CONSlRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

F I L E D  
JUN - 6  2012 

DEMERS & McMANUS 
for Ilefendant 

‘I‘ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORArl’lON, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBEKC;, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

torneys for Defendant 
SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. 
200 J U .  Willets Road 

?! 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary ,judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintifrs 

complaint against defendant, TISEIMAN CONSTRUCTION COKPOKA'I'ION , as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposi tioii thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, 'I'ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORA1'ION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be arid the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
W.&V \ \  ,2012 

SO ORDERED, 

F 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTKUC'I'ION 
New York, NY 10003 COKPOKATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

q w m n ,  200 I .U.  Willets New Y;;;5; Road 

2012 
( 5  16) 294-5433 

Klein lleitler 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION I as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

F 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS u Attorneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC. 
200 I .  U . Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

oppositioii thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, 1ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

" 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANU 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC 

Road ybt 3 
York 11  7 / 

S*H 
SO ORDERED, 



James J. Young, Jr. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice-and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 10036 

4059106.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.34370 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x - _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - - _ _ - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1904/07 

George Zajack, as Executor of the Estate of Andrew 
Frank Zajack and Patricia Zajack, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

* .  .. : 

Dated: New York, New York + 
JUN -6 2012 

? 

Julie R. Evans,TSq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

r File No. 05335.32632 

SO ORDERED, r\p." 3 

/ & 

4061300.1 

. 



Constance Witting, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of Glenn Douglas Witting, Deceased NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are 
without costs. 

claims and cross claims against defendant 
hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York 
S/22//7,  

546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, NY 1 0036 

Julie R. Evafis, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

4061286.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -_rl_______ll_---r__ll_______l_____l____- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

John Jay Wolter and Joan M. Wolter 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _l--------__ll-___--__ll___l____________- 

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 Y rk, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defenda 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 JUN 0 6 2012 
Our File No. 05335.31154 

[iEw yoRK 

New York, NY 10036 A.W. CHESTERTO G0$€#LE :a4 

(;,-\-\:,k: 3 otFlCE 
C' . 

SO ORDERED, 

7QQ 

f' 
p l 3  fi 

4061294.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
l__________l______r____________________l- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103 96 1/04 

Paul K. Wright and Priscilla L. Wright 

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 COIWANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New Yor ,N w York * 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

4061297.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. r '  

( 
EDELMAN & DICKER 
WILSON, ELSER, MO 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W, CHESTERTON C O W -  6 2012 
150 East 42"d Street 

7 '"'G OFFICE 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ - - - - - - _ - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104099/04 

Francis Ernest Wruck and Monica Wruck 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
s/z Z / / Z  

New York, NY 10034 

so ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON CfkW E 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.31095 

J ~ N  e 6 2012 

4061298.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107544/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Thomas Walsh 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 10036 

4061 248. I 

F I L E D  

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. 05335.22387 





NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107926/04 

Ronald R. Werts, Sr. 

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 * 
w 

\ h  - 

Joseph Belluck, &q. 

JUN - 6 2012 

OflleaPS CLERKS OFFIC~ 
rnL,q I y 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. NEW RK , -- 
BELLUCK & FCk, LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

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. 05335.31200 

.- 

SO ORDERED, 

4061279.1 



~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X --l__l___---------___f_____l___________l- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10902/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X ____- - - - - -_ I I___- - - -_____l_ l________f___-  

This Document Relates To: 

Leonard Wilson and Edith Wilson 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X ---_-_------_r-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 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.3 1283 

New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

4061285.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ r _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103960/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Richard J. Wall, as Administrator of the Estate of John 
E. Wall 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 Yo 

I 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

"/ 

SO ORDERED, 
Ho- K. Heitler 

4061239.1 

Julie R. I%ans, 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. 05335.31096 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __ -___- - -__ - I - -c - - " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103904/08 

Maria C. Villegas, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of Angel Villegas, deceased 

. -  

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 COMF'ANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York - 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Shefry K. Reitler 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COhlPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New Y ork, New Y ork 100 1 7 
Our File No. 05335.32767 

4061246.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest tu TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.,  hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONS?'RUC'TION CORPORATlON, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in lnterest to 'I'ISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

- 

CORPORATION, as Successor in jUN - 6 2012 
lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY 8L 

, ,,u.J Y O W  
CONSTKUCTlON CO., INCC . i i ~ ~  OFFICE 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.U. Willets Road 
rtson, New York 11507 

( 5  16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 3 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 'I'ISIIMAN CONSTRUCTION C:ORPORATION, as Succcssor in 

Interest to 'TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, 'I'ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORIPOKATION. as Successor in Interest to 'I'ISHMAN 

REALI'Y & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D  without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, Ne 

JUN - 6  2012 

.JI 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
A l k e t m r N e w  York 11507 

ttorneys for Defendant 

(516) 294-5433 
S O  ORDERED, 



. . .. 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION C0RPORA1'IONI as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
, 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.O. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JUN -6 2012 

VAttorneys  for Defendant 
'I'ISH MA N CONSTR UC'TlON 
CORPOKA'TION, as Successor in 
Interest to 1'lSHMAN REALTY Ccl 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1. U .  Willets, Road I 

, New York 11507 
.4 vu- 

SO ORDERED, 
H o n . M y K l e i n  HE :itler 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., IN(:. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORA'I'ION, as Successor in Interest to TlSHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

2012 

& 
SO ORDERED, 

" F I L E D  
JUN -6 2012 

ttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
COKPOKA'T'ION, as Successor in 
Interest to 'I'ISIIMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISIIMAN CONSTHUCTlON COKPOKA'I'ION, as Successor in 

lnterest to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. , hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TTSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORAlION , as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

JUN - 6  2Q12 
I 

CCX JNTV P I  r 
1 OFFICE 

NEW YORK VIES EDWARDS 
AbMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
A orneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

u SHMAN CONSTRUCTION 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONS'I'RIICTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York F I L E D  
JUN -6 2012 

-S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

I* u WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Artorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to 1'lSHMAN REALTY & 
CONS'TKUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I. U .  Willets Road 

S & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway TISI-IMAN CONSTRUCTION 

on, New York 11507 ~ - 
I 



COUNTY SUPREME OF COURT NEW OF YORK THE STATE OF NEW YORK - -1 
DE VICO, DAN A. 

Index No 
104645/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISIIMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUC'IION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COKPORATION, as Successor in lnterest 

to 1ISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

w E r r z  LUXENBERG, P.C. PIMUTY, DEMERS & MtMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ttoroeys for Defendant 

COKPORATION, as Successor in 
lnterest to 'I'ISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

SO ORDERED, 

Willets 
n, New 

(516) 294-5433 

Road 
York 11507 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 'TISHMAN CONSTRIJCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

lnterest to 'I'ISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONS'I'KUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in lnterest tu TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York D + '  
JUN - 6  2012 

wb!T t: [ -  I (Ks OFFICE 
--- h m R K  __ -1 

WEITZ & I,UXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway ISHMAN CONS'I'RUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

S & MdMANUS 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

.U.  Willets Road 
rtson, New York 11507 
294-5433 why 3 

/ *  

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONS‘I’RUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCl’ION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TTSHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
f lQq 9 ,2012 F I L E D  



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION , as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintifrs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposi fion thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
a4 9 ,2012 

w m z  LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2( 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D :  1 

CLERKS OFFICE 
AMES EDWAKDS 

AHMUTY, DEMEKS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TlSMMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. -- oad 
AIbertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 



WHEREAS, Defendant HB SMITH COMPANY, INC. ("HB Smith"), requests Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against HE! Smith, 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 

HB Smith, be and the same are. hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

HB SMITH COMPANY, F I L E D  C. 
47 Westfield Industrial Park 

Lori Benavides, Esq. 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 1 I* Floor 

0020304 1.  WPD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

(Heitler, S.) 
___.________________.--------"---------------.--------------".------ 

This Document Relates to: 
Index No.: 127400-02 

BILLIE W. SELF NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
. S J P  ' ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I757389 

niou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

KENNETH EGGENBERGER AND LILA 
EGGENBERGER JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical, 

Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, Inc. (improperly sued as Eaton Corporation, Individually and now known 

as Eaton Electrical, Inc. and As Successor to The Vickers Pump Company and Cutler Hammer, Inc.) 

("Eaton"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Eaton with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi ut o s. P i L E D  

2 Bellu k & 

546 Fbfth, 

f 

New g k ,  New York 10036 Hammer, Inc. 
ey & Carpenter, LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

I733800 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

GERALD BEERS AND JANE BEERS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical, 

Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, Inc. (improperly pled as Eaton Corporation, Individually and now known 

as Eaton Electrical, Inc. and As Successor to The Vickers Pump Company and Cutler-Hammer, Inc.) 

("Eaton"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Eaton with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an it u cos F"B&F Q 
Dated: A .#e 

546 FifiwAvenue, 41h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

SO ORDERED, 

I682068 

-- . 

A 

JUN - 6  2012 

Attorneys for U t o n  Corporation, as successor-in- 
interest to Eaton Electrical, Inc. and Cutler- 
Hammer, Inc. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN IXE? NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: INDEX NO. : 190080/12 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ - -  ............................................................... 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY KNEISEL and WILLIAM KNEISEL : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y- zq ,2012 

2 Benjamin Darche, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
JUN -6 2012 

CCb, " I , i i r : ,  i f i d  CII I ICE 
SEW YORK 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

/ 

SO ORDERED, 

1740533-I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 127406-02 

FRANK MONASTER0 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
5jIo ' ,2012 

'"rJ - 6  2012 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water New York, NY 10003 

1757389 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH MORGAN0 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York S I I b  ' ,2012 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water New York, NY 10003 

I757389 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
N ~ W  York, New York 10005 

JUN - 6 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

2'012 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND M. NODELL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 104026-03; 106686-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
51 ID , 2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

He+ Antoniou McGowm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys LLP for Defendant A. k k & a 4  D 
Products Company 

1 ORDERED, Ld 
Hon. Sherry ldeinyeitler 

1757389 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(Heitler, S , )  ".___-.___-.__--"___-----------.----.---------.----.----.----------- 

This Document Relates to: 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Index No.: 126935-02; 104146-03 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
$ ) I O  ' ,2012 

1 

SO ORDERED, 

1757389 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THOMAS O'CONNOR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5 j J D  ,2012 

New York, NY 10003 

n 

.j 
JUN - 6  2012 

Malroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
rJew York, New York 10005 

, "  
1757389 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

% 

GERALD F. KELTY JR. 

HeYen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
s/lO ' ,2012 

SO ORDERED, 

1757389 

d 
I I 

I 88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor p I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VINCENT LEONE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDElED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5) lo ) 2012 

New York, NY 10003 

I 

SO ORDERED, 

1757389 

I -  
- 

Helen/ Antoniou McGowan, Esa. 7 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MICHAEL A. MARAGLINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I ' L E D  Dated: New York, New York 
511 0 ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

1757389 



I c -  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X NYCAL ________-_-_--_--__-_l_____llll_l__l__ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1,A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X -l_----_l-_ll_l_ll_-_-------------------- 

This Document.Re1ates to: Index No.: 1 2 8 0 2 4 / 0 2  
Richard Vosseler and Loretta Vosseler, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SuMMaRY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products C o . ,  et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

B- : and cross claims against defendant Goulds 

jUN -6 2012 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. f l  

1 

, e-., f7 k.3 12yGTy/--mE 1 \ >.' - 2  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  Cullen and D n LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
R i c h a r d  Vossel er and L o r e t t a  G o u l d s  Pumps Inc. 
Vossel er 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 1 1 2 0 1  
New York, New York 10003 18) 855-9000 

So Ordered: 



' TMc:CCfipk) 
4/23/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH CULLENS 

Our File No 
S-433 8-04 

INDEX NO. 
1 13473/04 
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 w a r y  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby , 

\ *  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG; P.C. ' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

. BAB~NECZ, ESQ. 

of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

mb // 



* TMc:CC('jpk) 
4/23/12 

SUPNME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
_____._______ "...___--...-------.-"---"-.-------.--------.-----"-.------- 

XN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT MCDONALD 

Our File No 
S-43 17-04 

INDEX NO. 
1 1 1778104 
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 10003 

d Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

41 
< >  

[wing Place 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STAI'E OF NEW YOfZK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.._____________ ................................................................................. 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM and 
FRANCIS MARY GORHAM Index No.: 190081/11 

P 1 aint i ffs , 
vs. DEFENDANT THE WILLIAM 

POWELL COMPANY'S NO 
OPPOSITION SUMMARY THE WILLIAM POWELL COMPANY, et 

al., JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant The William Powell 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 The William Powell 

Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant The William Powell Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y#k, New York 

U 
Clemente Mueller, P.A. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
The William Powell Company 
5 Penn Plaza, 19th Flo 
New York, New York 0031 N~J,V ~ Q R M  

JUN - 6 2012 

i C,I :.i?K'S OFFICE 



From: 0 4 / 2 6 / 2 0 1 2  1 6 : 1 9  #650 P . 0 0 3 1 0 0 8  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

I X 

No Opposition 
Summary Judgment 
Motion and Order 

THXS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE ZACHMANN 

Index No.: 11/190140 V. 

S.B. DECKING, INC. f/k/a SELRY BATTERSBY 
& CO., et al. 

W 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, S.B. DECKING, INC. fMa SELBY BATTERSBY & 
CO., hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Defendant, 
S.B. DECKING, INC. fMa SELBY BATTERSBY & CO., with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

OR.IIERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, S.H. DECKING, INC. f/Wa SELBY BATTERSSY & CO., be and the 

missed with prejudice without costs. 

Feldman Kieffer, LLP 
Attorneys for Defeen 

The Dun Building 

Buffalo, New York 14202 
716-852-5875 

212-605-6200 110 Pearl Street, 4th Floor JuN 
LE@ O F F 6  I 

4 \ y  c; VORK 7 

NEU Cb J .  
I 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 31 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitle: 

X 
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1902! 
Maximilian Spreng and Anneliese Spreng, 

NYCAL X - -_____-----___--------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

- - - -_____----____--------- - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

3 M  C o . ,  et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMl 
MOTION AND OR1 

Defendants. 
X -_-------------__--------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Howden Buffalo Inc., hereby re( 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Practice Law and Rules Section S3212,  dismissing plaint 

Complaint against defendant Howden Buffalo Inc., 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c 

and cross claims against defendant Howden Buffalo Inc. 
1 

disrnissedhith prej,@ice and without costs. 

York 
-, 2012 

Maximi  11% Spreng and Anne1 i ese 
Spreng 
546 Fifth Ave, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

J tin &. Taf 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Howden B u f f a l o  Inc. 
1 7 7  Montague Street 
’Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11231-132 ._ 

o f  ullen and - 
( 7 1-5 3 - 9”ISBO 

Hon. sh&rry K. Heitler 7n17 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
NYCAL X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: 
Maximilian Spreng and Anneliese Spreng, 

________l-__l-l__-_______l_l__________ 

Index No.: 190297/11 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

3M C o . ,  et al,, MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X __-___-__l-l__-____-______l_l_____l___ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Spence Engineering C o .  Inc., hereb: 

requests summary judgment in t he  above-entitled case, pursuan 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissin! 

plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant Spence Engineering Co 

Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon n o t i c e  to all co-defendants, all claim: 

Inc., and cross claims against defendant Spence Engineering Co. 

Attorneys for 

177 Montague Street 
rooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, NY 10036 718) 855-9000 
r File No.: 11040-149 - 

~~ ~. ~ 

~. -- 

So Ordered: 

, ”-- 



ROSS, CHARLES ARTHUR 

I defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUC'I'ION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

NYCAL 
I .A.S .  Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

I REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Index No 
104 154/03 

I without costs. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Re: FEBRUARY 2012 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISIIMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORA'I'ION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition therero, 

OKDEKED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-clainis against 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REaLTY & 

200 I. U .  Willets Road 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUC'I'ION JUN - 6 2012 

r7r F;KS OFFICE 
CONSTKIJCTION CO., INC. i u c v v  YOHK 

SO ORDERED, --.-- 

a"rcr; 
JO 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATlON, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
5; \.\L 9 2012 

HMUTY, DEMERS & Mch (P Attorneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, €'.- 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

v 

TISHM A N CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in JUN - 6  2012 

SO OKDERED, - 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRIJCTION CO., INC: ' ,.ERK'S OFFICE 
200 1.11. Willets Road 

(516) 294-5433 

k W  YORK 
d m .  New York 11507- fin' - -  4 

Hon. SherrFllein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUC'I'ION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.,  hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TTSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., TNC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 'I'ISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: Albertsun, New York 
%\\b ,2012 

I 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

TISHMA N CONSTRIJCTI 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY dUN 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

6 2012 

.:E 1 .  IJ. Willets Road L ' ,  

Ibertson, New York 11507 NEW LOKK 

HAY 3 f! SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN W NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARK D. ASHTON, 
Plain tiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 103375/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

IC., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

f 
New York, New York 10279 JUN - 6 2012 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
I 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ED D. BO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 114898/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 

New York, New York 10 9 700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway r1 -L E D 1 
JUN - 6 ZO12 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 104521/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary j udgrnent in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

f r  F I L E D  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

n 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 3 I) 2012 



Plaintiffs, Index Nos.: 105654-03 
100904-03 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ _ _ " _ " _ r r r " l " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION 

o& with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant AMERICAN OPTICAL CORPORATION Only be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

z& - Act& 
Lisa Nathanson Busch 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 

Scott C. Allan 

81 Main Street, Suite 508 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Telephone: (914) 285-0700 

JUN - 6 2OE 

Facsimile: (2 12) 344-546 1 Facsimile: (914) 28540,La~ I Y CLERK'S OFFICE I 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant NEW YORK . I  
American Optical Corporati iP Howard O'Dell and Ollie D 

SO ORDERED, q!PQ / 
J&' ' 

si*' 



-against- : Index No(s).: 190417-1 1 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

X --_-----__----__----________l_____r_____--------------------_---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant WEINMAN, an unincorporated trade name of Crane Pumps & 

Systems, Inc. (sued herein as Weinman Pump & Supply 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 W E M A N  with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

WEINMAN be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys I O ~  r i a m t q s )  
700 Broadway 
r T T 7  * f i f i ~ -  

( 

, ? 
; l  

for Defendant 
an unincomorated trade New Ynrk - - - - -  ---*-, 

Y r lUUU3 Lame of Crane Pumps Systems, Inc. 
212) 558-5500 599 Lexington Avenue 

/ 
SO ORDERED, - 



ROBERT PONTILLO, 

Plaintiff( s), 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

-against- : Index No(sj.: 190417-1 1 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

X ~r”lf* l*~l___________--------- - - - - - - - - - - -~~~~”~~-~~--------- - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., with respect to named defendants Crane Co. and Crane 

Co., improperly sued as “PACIFIC VALVES, Individually and as a subsidiary of Crane Co.,” (hereinafter 

“CRANE CO.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against CRANE CO. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against CRANE 

CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with preiudice and without costs. E I  

New York; New York JUN -ti ZUU 

- -~ 

Kirden Alford Kneis, Esq. NE 
LGATESLLP- - 

ttorneys for Defendant 7 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(sj 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Par t  30 
X NYCAL . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1 2 0 9 0 2 / 0 2  
Thaddeus M. Kozlowski, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.C. & S . ,  Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

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 C o .  Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering 
' \ .  FqtcoE'D 7 ,  

'S OFFICE I ' 

C o .  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and w 
i 

, JUN - 6  2012 

I A & K  I , I  

A 
{Mj T a K M & Y O R K  
and Dykman LLP 
eys for Defendant 

Thaddeus M. Kozl o w s k i  Mario & 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 

rooklyn, New York 112 
718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
I_________________-_l________ll___l___ 

IN RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY 1.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

_______-___-______l__l__l_________l__l 

This Document Relates to: 
Florence De Marco, Individually and as 
Executrix f o r  the Estate of Joseph D e  
Marco , 

NYCAL X 

X 
Index No.: 1 0 9 3 3 9 / C  

Plaintiff , 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 

A.C. & S., Inc., et al., 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X l___l_-l_________l__l___l-_____l______ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled cast 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §321: 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nt 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering 

C o .  

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and with 

, 2012 JUN -6 2012 

710rence De Marco, 
h d i v i d u a l l y  and as 

Mario 6; y ~ u u J J u  r L a a ~ e ~ ~ ~ ~ y  LO. 
177 Montague Street 

I R C  

?tutrix f o r  the Estate of Rrnnk1 lm AT-7.7 V--L SXE 
roseph D e  Max 
'00 Broadway, 
lew York, New 

o Ordered: 

" " ' - J - l ,  . L Y G V Y  L U L L  11201 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

NYCAL X _-l_l-l___-__-__-l-_------------------ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

L l  

This Document Relates to: 
Carole Balducci, Individually and as 

Index No.: 119783/02 

Executrix f o r  t h e  Estate of Roger J. 
Balducci, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SuMwlrfcY JUDGMENT 

A . C .  & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _l___l____-l_l-__--_------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED , that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering 
. *  

py;LsE D C o .  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and wi 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Carole Balducci, Individually 
and a s  Executrix for the Estate 
of Roger J. Balducci rooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New York 10003 

S o  Ordered: 

M a r i o  & DiBono Plastering Co. Ir 
177 Montague Street 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor 718) 855-9000  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
__-__l_-_________-_____ll____l________ 

IN RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heit _--_----_-------- -_----_----_-------- -~ 

NYCAL X 

This Document Relates to: 1* 

Christine Whitehead, as Personal 
Representative for t h e  Estate of Robert 
Anderson, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

a.0. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

Defendants. 
X ___l_____l___l____-_-------_---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & D i B o n o  

hereby requests summary judgment in the 

30 
er 1 

Index No.: 1 2 4 4 4 5 / 0 2  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plastering C o .  Inc .  

above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc . ,  w i t h  prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario 
C o .  rnc., be dismissed wi th  prejudice and without costs. 

ering 

JUN -6 2ug 
Dated: 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

177 Montague Street 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Christine W h i t e h e a d ,  as 
Personal Representative for the Inc. 
es ta te  of Robert Anderson 

700 Broadway, 6"l Floor York 11201 New York, New York 100 
17 

So Ordered: 



4 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

\. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J) 

April 20 12 In Extremis Group 

Index No. 1903 13-20 1 I 
I 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U.S. 

PLYWOOD CORPORATION hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/Wa U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY slWa U.S. PLYWOOD 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
JUN - 6  2W 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Plains, New York 10601 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorneys for Defendant INTERNATIONAL 
PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U 
CORPORATION 



1' 

I* 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL C O W T I E S  WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

I N  RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

l__l__l________________l_______l______ 

This Document Relates to: 
Mary Ellen Carman, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of Gilbert 
E. Carman, 

NYCAL X 

X 
Index N o . :  1 2 6 0 4 5 / 0 2  

Plaintiff, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. & S., ~ n c . ,  et al., 

Defendants. 
X ____________l____-____l_____________l_ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in t he  above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering, 

Co. Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and wi vut !:E D 7 i; 
I 

? 

dually Mario  & DiBono Plastering C o .  Xnc. 
the 177 Montague Street 

E s t a t e  of Gilbert E. Carman Brooklyn, New York 11201 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

So Ordered: 

3 *  -' 



GEORGE L, SANTIAGO and RUTH SANTIAGO, Index No. 190445-20 1 1 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U.S. 

PLYWOOD COWOIiATION hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION, be 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

White Plains, New York 10601 

Attorneys for Defendant INTERNATIONAL 
PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U.S. PLYWOOD 
CORPORATION 

(212) 509-3456 (914) 946-8900 

Dated: 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J) 

April 20 12 In Extremis Group 

Index No. 190415-201 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a US. 

PLYWOOD CORPORATION hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY sMa U S .  PLYWOOD CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Q INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U S .  PLYWOOD CORPORATION, be an 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plaiw, New Yorlc 

$!' John S. Rand, Esq. 
99 urt Street 
White Plains, New York 10601 

BY 

700 Broadway 2 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 509-3456 (914) 946-8900 

CORPORATION 



JANET SASONI, as Personal Representative for the Estate 
o f  ISRAEL SASONI, and JANET SASONI, Individually, 

Index No. 190327/2010 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
AJK Lt LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION., et al., 

Defendants, 
X _______l_______l__f___rlr__rrrrr_rr_r___-----------_-------------~~--~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U.S. PLYWOOD 

CORPORATION hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules $32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against INTERNATIONAL 

PAPER COMPANY s k l a  US. PLYWOOD CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ail ca-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

INTERNATIONAI, PAPER COMPANY s/Wa U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORA)TION, be and the 

same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 White Plains, New York 1060 1 
(2 12) 509-3456 (914) 946-8900 

ERNATIONAL 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 104638-03; 126687-02; 
1 10744-06 

THOMAS FESHOH 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

,*E, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 
571.5 ,2012 JJN - 6 2012 

1 

F- * vVl, ,&JC#7wtl(;  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
~ McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

1757389 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGIANA TANSOSCH, Individually 
and as Executrix of the Estate of 
CHRISTOPHER T. TANSOSCH, 

X ____-"---1_-_1--_--1---1------"-------------------------"------- 

New York Asbestos 
Litigation (NYAL) 

Plaintiffs, Index No.: 190382-10 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATRER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants . 

Defendant DOMTAR INDUSTRIES INC., sued herein as Domtar Industries, Inc, 

(now known as Domtar Industries LLC), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant DOMTAR INDUSTRIES INC., sued herein as Domtar Industries, 

Inc. (now known as Domtar Industries LLC) with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DOMTAR INDUSTRIES INC., sued herein as Domtar Indtr ies ,  Inc. (now known as 

A orneys for Domtar 
cGowan Law Ofic 
4 Main Street 

New York, New York 10036 
$ 
Chatham, New Jersey 07928 

SO ORDERED: 

643947-1 



536.20403/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

STEPHEN M. DUNPHY and DIANE M. : 
DUNPHY , 

Plaintiffs, 

vs  . 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
Zt al. , 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 9 0 0 9 7 / 1 2  
108174/06 

(October 2012 In Extremis Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant LO 

livil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint 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 

lame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: 
ver, New Jersey 

EITZ & LUXENBERG 
ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
ew York, New York 10003 d Conveyor Corporation 

gle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
. Box 4 3 8  

ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

0 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
‘OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FREDERICK W. JACOB, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 110714l02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the s”ove-entitle1 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Y 
r 1.? 

j >& 

‘h 4 
,I 

r*+*n. 
, / 

I )’* ,*‘* c,+..’ ~~~~ 4 . q  F;”*gB,,#hd h .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 233 Broadway ? 

New York, New York 10003 1 1  8 LEAK’S OFFICE New York, New York lo!?@’ 
NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

- 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
DUNTY OF NEW YOFW * 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GARY L. FARNHAM, 
Plaintiff( s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLElN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 117982/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entit,;r 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

? e-. .* -.:, $- , u**- -n &-* 

bL 

x" Lw*>k <*+% <@#*: *i <"&A$ - (  

c .  -AV\ -,v * 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th FI. 
New York, New York 10003 

WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1027 

p L E D  
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 JJN -6 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HARVEY FIALA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants, 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115354/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

F I L E D  i Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 JUN -6 2012 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
I 1 

I INDEX NO.: 104304l02 MICHAEL 0. FLYNN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 

Defendants. 

, vs. 

1 ETAL. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLElN HETTLER) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 JUN - 6  2012 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFlCE 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

NEW YORK .a -_- 
I. 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES A. FRETTO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 117983/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice Without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ttorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 102 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 ,mk rj 2w 



:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HAROLD L. GREEN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 104298/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

4 Iqze)/z,  
Fj h> 

*I/ 1 $, ‘ ’ j  

/ *  ‘S. . i < ,’ 
$--, L Ldt.” 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D *  233 Broadway 

New York, New York 102 9 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

JUN -6 2OE 
Cbbr  u i , ,iERK’S OFFICE 

NEW YQRK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN A. HYNES, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 104165/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.&--2%*"- 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs \$ Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 

WATERS, M c P H E R m ,  McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 New 233 Broadway York, New York 1027 J T L E D  
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK n 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL CUCCO, JR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 112736/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

JUN -6 2Ql2 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 
ll 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

ERIC E. DREIMILLER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

INDEX NO.: 118980102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 p g U E D  i (212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

i 
JUN - 6  2012 

ICE 

SO ORDERED: 2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 127310102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

+r+m"m.k>\* pr f 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "., 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

0 2012 SO ORDERED: 0 2012 SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES E. KEAHON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 110788/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the avove-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN S. KOSTOROSIU, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 112087/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

,e' . 

;I 
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WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

\ \ 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN FlE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN J. KEOUGH, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115009/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the r-ove-en1 :d 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

I f , & ?  
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WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 

3 (212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. = m e i n  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR., 
Plain tiff@), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 110790/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the auove-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintifps complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

"WATERS, MCPHERSO~~, MCNEILL, PG 
Attorneys for DB Riley, In 
233 Broadway t 

1 
New York, New York 10003 New York, Nkw York 10279 JUN -6 2012 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

.,f+KS OFF\(= 
U Lk . -  ccJ''y yow 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
II I1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT J. LYDECKER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEJN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 115157/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entlLl;l 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for DE Riley, Inc. YV WATERS, McPHERSON, 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

i 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 -6 2uv 

(2 12) 227-7878 ,JRKS OFFICE (212) 558-5500 
*\ L NEW yoRK ? - A  

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
TYRELL T. MOR1 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100866/03 & 
113231/04 & 
1 1 1795/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. rr- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience 
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Pr 
(21 2) 558-5500 Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90034 

, O’NEILL, O’BRIEN 

,p\GE 
luN * 

L,4Ks 
&JU” ’ $1 YmK 

v$4 % 
SO ORDERED, 

/ o$* 

. $$! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JAMES MONROE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100865/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 

Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa B 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

File No.: 473.90030 

SO ORDERED, 



I I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
RALPH R. LEBERER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100864/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/kh BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. T s -  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. M ~ ~ N E I L L ,  O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. flkla BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

i 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 11588/03 

EUGENE BREETVELD 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment in the 
- 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 4-2, ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & -Y, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Caterpillar, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

ile No.: 1028.93441 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
WILBUR W. SMITH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108586/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fkla 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN -6 2OQ 



0 R I GI NA t 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x (Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. . . . . . - - - - - - - - - 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM LINDSAY 

NYCAL 
: Index No,: 190074-12 

: NO OPPOSITION 
X 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that 

William Lindsay was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured hy Honeywel 

International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to the Bendix 

Corporation (“Honeywell”). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: R z < e w  York 
,2012 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP 

340 Madison A$enuev 
New York, New York 10 173 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
f/Wa AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Corporation 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

B y : ( r 3 @ P  / 
Patti Burshtyn, ksq. 
700 Broadwa 
NewYork ,@l$Ob E D 
Attorneys for Plain jvf4 -6 2012 

COUI\~ ry CLERK‘S OFFIGE 
NEW YORK 

2 

MAY 3 n 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 
CARLOS GARCIA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100904/03 & 

1 14007/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
c\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

J w- esM. 

Mh@KS, lW* ‘NEILL, O’BRIEN 
& C M N E Y ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

so ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100904/03 & 

CARLOS GARCIA 

1 14007/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90103 F I L E Q  
JUN -6 2012 

HEW yoRK 

SO ORDERED, 
CLERKS oi I' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
WILLIAM F. ENGLE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 121248/03 & 
100862l03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flkfa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier Refractories, , I .’( 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 

Inc. flWa Adience, Inc 
530 Saw Mill River RO~FTK E 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
DOMINIC J. ELARIO T.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1  1237/03 & 
100862/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc 
530 Saw Mill River Roa 
Elmsford, New York 10 3 

f'lBY: E D * 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CHERYLE 1;. HELLER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 100904/03 & 
1 15946/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 

(914) 345-7301 
FileNo.: 47$1f4 1 * -  F n i 

4w Hon. ' h e w  Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
THEODORE W. HEINTZ I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 153 12/03 & 
I0086 1 /03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc,, improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Adience fMa BMI , Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fWa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa 
improperly named as P r e g  
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 

JUN - 6  28g 530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ROBERT H. KILLIAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100862/03 & 
100862/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 

Elmsford, New York 10 % ! L E D  530 Saw Mill River Ro 

File No.: 473.9002 1 

4. 

JUN -6 2012 
CLlUIh i , ~  S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, Nt.b YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
WALTER T. KANE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100864/03 & 
102379104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. fl a B I 

'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Pr #ueg*f&D 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 jUN -6 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.90020 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
KENNETH H. JACOBS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100922/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Ro 
Elmsford, New York 10 

File No.: 473.90105 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

vpy 3 
@. / 

SKH 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FRANK JACKSON I.A,S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109354/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

ShJ&&-- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fllda BMI, Inc., 

Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fl 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

improperly named as 

SO ORDERED, 

Elmsford, New York 1 

File No.: 473.90132 

0523 JUN -6 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NYCAL 
CATHLEEN SCHNEIDER, as Administratrix for the Estate 
CARL W. SCHNEIDER, and CATHLEEN SCHNEIDER, 
Individually, 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107146/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Caterpillar, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 



4 t 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
PAUL F. STACK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100340/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.89 

SO ORDERED, 



'i 
I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JOSEPH CIAMBRONE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 145 18/05 & 
100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

6 dLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

' I  _ I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ANGEL0 CIA10 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116191/03 & 
100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Roa e 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f$’m4 ~ n c E  D 

4 ‘1 

(212) 558-5500 u - 6  ZlU Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOHN CERRONI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100854/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc, hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 

530 Saw Mill River Roa 
700 Broadway Attorneys for 

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.90007 

SO ORDEWD, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100864/03 & 
1 1 1795/04 & 
1 13232/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc, f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

EKL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. co 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa Bk& 

2 
improperly named as Premier 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flkh BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ALBERT J. MIRRA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108780/03 & 

100866/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMGRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Tnc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/kh BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as 
Inc. fMa Adience, (212) 558-5500 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

so 

Elmsford, New York 10523 JuN 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
HAROLD CRAWFORD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1779/04 & 
100862/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. fAda BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, In 
530 Saw Mill River Ro 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

P I B E  E D 
+ JUN - 6  

L e u . ” ,  .EHK‘S OFFICE 
lqkvv YUHK 

SO ORDERED, 
I!* / 

*$@ Q\6* 
4bP) PG 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
LOUIS J. CZACHOR I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

index No: 108026/06 & 
100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f N a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

A‘ prejudice and without costs. 

HoCr? 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience W Q M i ,  I= 1 
530 Saw Mill River Rc 
Elmsford, New York 1 

File No.: 473.90014 
(914) 345-7301 

1 

cLEf{gs OFF\CE \ 
‘ LEN yoRK 

SO ORDERED, 
eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JOHN J. CREGAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10 163 5/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90121 
(914) 345-7301 F I L E D  k. i1 

JUN -6 2012 
j ( ) - W E  ,i Erik SO ORDERED, 

CCrUl. ' NEW yOHK 



. .-- 

JOHN E. CISLER and CAROL CISLER 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

-A . J. Sherry Klein Heitler 

: Index No.: 190044-12 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant LEVITON MANUFACTURING CO., INC. hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-captioned case pursuant to CPLR $3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant LEVITON MANUFACTURING 
CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all parties, all claims, cross-claims, and third- 

Jason P. Sultzer, Esq. 
Littleton Joyce Ughetta Park & Kelly LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
LEVITON MANUFACTURING CO., INC. 
Four Manhattanville Road, Suite 202 
Purchase, New Yo 
Tel. No.: (914) 41 
Fax No.: (914) 417-3401 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel. No.: (212) 558-5500 

r :  

gx'c. E D 
JUN - 6  2012 

TI CLERK'S OFFICE 
Dated: May 1,201 2 '1 

YORK m + J  

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 0 20% 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
rOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FtELATES TO: 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 109483l02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the abc re-e titled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without cg 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '.*%*- I VWATERS, M ~ P H E R ~ N ,  MCNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPFWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NORMAN JAMES REINARD, 
Plain tiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 114650l02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

:in Heitler 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEONARD POMPOSELLO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118718/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

h%zf /$BIZ- 
+%" 

-'"a".*, -\ 
".h>' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

RSON, McNEILL, P.C, 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHILIP R. COX, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 114082/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

;$, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ERSOW, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PHILIP R. COX, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 108196/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ANGEL0 COSTANZO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1  1780/04 & 
100866/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAIiY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc, f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, lnc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

A / 
JUN -5 2012 

CoUId I Y LLEKK'S OFFICE. 
NEW YORK 

& CMNEY, P.C. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 

7$Q 
/ '  

9 c\ 

4d %Qf" 
p\G SLc\(-d - 

11 
I 
i. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
SABIN0 MORANO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100855/03 & 
109264/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without cpsts. 

Ny , Esq. 
W 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ALBINO PIZZOLORUSSO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index Na: 105027/03 & 
100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without ,costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

\/ 

n 

- 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90035 

D 
(914) 345-7301 - 6 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

LEO G. PALMER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100904/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXIENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience fMa MI,, nc.? 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

f 4 1  E D  & COURTNEY, P.C. 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 JUN - 6  2012 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.90109 CuulV I y CLERKS OFFICE 

4 

SO ORDERED, 

, r. 
:i 

4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
EDWARD O'ROURKE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100908/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 'BRIF I L E r) 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

JUN - 5  2012 

SO ORDERED, 

I> I- 

h x  
;- 

.I. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

SAM MOSTOW I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103643/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flWa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. ,” 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attornevs for Plaintiff(s) 

MARKS, O’NEILL, O’BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 

Jm - 6 zm 
. ,  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa @ # I J & ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ K ~  
improperly named as Premier R e f m m K  
Inc. f1Wa Adience, Inc, flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

4 

SO ORDERED, 
Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JOSEPH RUSSO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102 105/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Elmsford, New York 10523 
------- 
F I L E D  j 

JUN -6 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ARNOLD SKOLER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108 1 1 1 /03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.90126 

SO ORDERED 
c;!+ERKS OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

GEORGE SINRAM I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104852/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. N 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 r f ,JD 
(914) 345-7301 

6 2012 

NEW YORK 2 

SO ORDERED, G iu ,  .,IERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) JOHN L. SHAW 
Index No: 108205/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 105 

SO ORDERED, 



--- - - - . .. - . . r I ’  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ROGER J. BALDUCCI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19783/02 

, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc. with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims,. 

against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: r \  \ k  ,2011 h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MA~~&NEILL, O’BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 p -* 

i 
(914) 345-7301 

1 r.,F Q I ’  

j u ~  -6 SO ORDERED, 
&EHK ‘5 OFF\CR 

G0U”r ’ ;.IE\N .(ow 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JOSEPH TUCCI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100909/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fllda BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/Wa 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN -6 20P 345-7301 
- *io.: 473.9 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

CARL T. TRUBIO 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10074 1 /03 & 

102871/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without co$s. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

'WILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTmY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1 0 5 F  I 1 *n 3 1%- 9 ' I  

1 JUN -6 2012 
' CQUI\I I \I ~ ~ L l f f \ l d  CIkFICE 

SO ORDERED, i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

RONALD S. SZOBODY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100855/03 & 
103500/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JCJDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 

Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. I >  

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

improperly named as fytoF; 1) 
JUN -6 2012 

(9 14) 345-730 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRANK T. SNYDER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 104543/03 & 

100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc,, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

M A K ? N E I L L ,  O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 F 1 1 - S=q 

c (914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.9003 8 JlJN -6 2012 a 





I "  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O U  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ROBERT VASSAL0 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 127888/02 & 

102395/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

RICHARD L. STIEGLER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100089/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

-- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 10073 1 /03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

CHAMP ROBERTS AND DORIS T. ROBERTS 

1% 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby rcquests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice J,aw and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and thcre being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLI~Y, LLC 
Attorneys*for Pluint# Attorneys+ for Defendant 
Champ Roberts, et ral. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Morse Diesel, IHC. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

F I L E Q  
SO ORDERED, 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  

_ _  
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 
._ 

Index No.: 190104/13 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFKDER 

MINAS GEORGOPOULOS 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Elliott Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Elliott Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Elliott Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: 

A 
EricaFesaro, Esq. - 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Minas Georgopoulos 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3'h Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Elliott Company 
150 Broadway, Suite 60 
New York, New York 1 

(2 1 2) 605-6200 (212) 791-0285 
JUN -6 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

_ _  
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 107146/03 

CARL W. SCHNEIDER 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 
Dated: 

Rosario Chetta, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Pluintiff 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys,fbr Defendant 

F I L E D  Carl W. Schneider, et al. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 JUN - 6  2012 

Morse Diesel, Jnc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

COUN I Y  CLERKS OFF ICE 1 
NEWYORK -3 

SO ORDERED, 
-12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190142/12,121853/99 
1 056 1 4/00 

ANTHONY DIRUSSO and CANDIDA DiRUSSO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

I 

I 

51 I ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys+ fbr Pluintiffs 
Anthony DiRusso und Candida DiRusso 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Morse Diesel, Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 100 8 F I L E D  

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDER 

JUN - 6  2012 

COUN I Y GLERKS OFFICe i 
NEWYORK ,~ 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 1 18277/02 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE;, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CFOSS claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby disrnissAwith prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 

_-1 I , ,  \ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

5 b - h  

i 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS,W? 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 1 18977-02, 
106695-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
1.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 

932 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. 

, _- - -. -. -_ __ 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(21 2) 558-5500 

. Halbardier. Esq. 
TIERNAN & MOORE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTONBOILERWO& I Ib, 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor - *--- 

ork 10006 SUN - 6 2m 
COUNi Y CLEi3K 3 OFFICE 

NEW YORK - 
SO ORDERED,_-- 

MAY 3 0 2012 



C 

X /csse;/FBW46516/lcgal/NC)SJM February 2012 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
, SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 126937/02 & 
105608/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
L'4.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 plaintiffy 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. 

.- -I" I_-. . 

BARRY. MCTlERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Fl 
New York, New York 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

._ 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 110177/04 

WILLARY THOMAS NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

1 %  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as "Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp." hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffq' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC - MALAB 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
A1lorney.s. jiw Pluintixf 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 

Attorneys*for Defen ctnt 
New York, New Y y93f.- E D 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 JUN - 6  2012 

bUU,"# 1 .--- 
I\IEWYQRK -=A so ORDERED Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENIS A. DONAHUE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102421/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the s"ove-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

F I L E D  
JUN -6 2012 

oulL I y CLERKS OFFICE so ORDERED: 
NEW YORK 



r . . . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFW CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 

(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

RALPH A. CONTE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

INDEX NO.: 116074/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Dl3 Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

I F I S X Q  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JENNIE M. DALKAS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

~ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GUY MARKS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 113932102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

8"; 
bh I_ c t , ,I + I" 

rB '  1" 'w-4mV-+ 
b\ 4 

\ L  
+< .,. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, ?&&\ca 
i ;ii -3 

L\, YC)R\C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley,&&. . 
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 CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAM R. MOGAVERO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLElN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 114876102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WATERS, '*.. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ,<\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 "! 233 Broadway 

New York, New York 10279 \\\N 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN J. O'BFUEN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102837/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

A' ' 

L." , e r  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 JUN - 6  2m2 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS PAVON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100302/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the aba re-entitl cl 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

JUN - 6  zola Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0279c0,,,u , i t E R ~ ~  OFFICE 

. .A (21 2) 227-7878 NEW YORK .- . (212) 558-5500 

. -_ 

so ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCIS J. ROKITKA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN NEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 112711/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. W 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

_- 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
!OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE; NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NANCY WYANT as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of EDWARD WYANT SR, 
and NANCY WYANT, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107774/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. \‘, 

* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2. 

P.C. 
Attorneys 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

. 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD SAMSON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 106510/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

3 
~~~~ Giovanni WATERS, R U S O N , M c F [ , l f .  gina, Es E 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *.h * 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 JUN - 6  2012 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

i 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

--ip 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YOKK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

CAROLINE H. PTONTKOWSKl 

.% 

Index No. 105607l04 

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 cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys,fiw Defendant 

JUN I 6 2Qp 

(212’ - - - -  (212) 558-5500 

(p 
SO ORDERED, - 

A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYLAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH RAFFERTY 

_- 
Index No. 11448904 

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 

i 
, i. >. ,>% % 

t, , 
*w Y Frank Ortiz. Esa. , i  Michatkf. &&tis. Esa. 

, 1  

MALABY & BRADL 
1 SO Broadway, Suite 6 Plt.9 E D WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys,for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 cUd,q i ..;LERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10038 JJN - 6 201t 
Allorneys*for Defendant 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

ERNEST F. RISTO 

_- 

Index No. 106524/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Rcynolds 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys*for Pluinllff Attorneys for Defendunt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 JUN - 6 2012 

COUNp CLEW’S CJk (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 
NEW Y O W  ..-+ 

*rcF-- 

- -_ MAY 3 0 2012 
Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O W  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN W. SIMON 

_ _  
Index No. 100958/05 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 jIJN - 6 20% 

Attorneys .for Plaintiff Attorney.y+for Defendant 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 ~-~,d I y C:LEF<K‘S OFFICE 

-A NEW YORK 

MAY 3 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., JNC. 

Index No. : 100864/03 
& 108768/03 

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. 

Halbardier, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

SO ORDFiRk;D,u- 
t- I 



-against- 

Index No.: 100861-03 & 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

115312-03 

A.C. & S., INC. 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 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. 

- 
M. Halbardier, Esq. 

& MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th 
New York, New Yo 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

JUN - 6  2012 
SO ORDERED, 

CLEWS OFFICE 
NEWYORK -,-A 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No,: 119504/02 
& 113278-02 

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 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. 

M. Halbardier, Esq. 
ERNAN & MOORE 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14fh F 
FULTON BOILER W 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 JUN - 6  2012 

New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

couiq 'i CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK + -= 

SO ORDERED, 
..> 

Hon. S 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 114568/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby 

without costs. 
I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 51 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 1 
New York, New 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 

D 



CLB55045/legal/nosjdScptember 201 2 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
ANTHONY J. MIGNONE, SR., 
................................................................. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 101955/03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 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 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 
I 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the 

without costs. 

with prejudice and 

* "  " .  

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New Y o r k , g o T t l e  D ' '. 

CLEAVER-BROOKS , INC. 

New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313- 

j U N  -6 2012 

CoUN I y CLERKS O F F ~ C ~  
SO ORDERED, 

NEWYORK , ---A 

MAY 3 0 2012 



CATHLEEN SCHNEIDER for the Estate of CARL W. 
SCHNEIDER, and CATHLEEN SCHNEIDER, 
individually, 

Index No.: 107146/03 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, I k . ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 
7 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs . FlLED 
6 2QQ 

Dated: New York, New York AN - 
, 2012 

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant(s) 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27* Floor 
New York, New York 10 167 
2 12.609.6800 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
2 12.558.5500 

SO ORDERED, --&zLi- MAY 3 0 2012 

ME1 134012OOv.1 



Martin Maningo and Florence Maningo, 

Plaintifqs), 
-Agaitlst- 

Index No.: 11-190326 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMF,NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant V e l a  Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve C o p  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
May \&32012 ,--, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Ave, 1 I* Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
212.605.W &Lo9 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 12895859v.1 

c. 

Richard P. O'Le&, Esq. I 

McCarter & English, LLP I 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ve la  Valve Corp. 

2 12.609.6800 

I 





Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 101 129/03 

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. 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 

(212) 558-5500 

MAY 3 0 2012 



X. :/cases/FBW43939/legal~OS~M 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., PIC. 

Index No.: 100331/03 

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. 

i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c: 

d23/  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

-- 

a n e  Halbardier, Esq. 
BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 3 

- ,  

MAY 3 0 2012 



’ X:/FBW45712AeeaUJANUARY 2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
WILLIAM GOOLEY, 
___________________________________-________---__---------------- 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C, & S, Inc,, et al, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 107 102/02 & 1 19088/02 

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 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. 
7 \c\ \\J- 

Aflomsy for Plaintiffs Attorn , r FIJLTON BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry Mc‘riernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 4 k  (212) 558-550 ) 3 13-3600 3 

JUN -6 2012 
SO ORDERED, 

,, i;LE\4K’S 0mce 
NEWYOPK .? 

C ( ) ” I U ‘  

NAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiffcs), 

- against - 

A.C.&S. IWC., et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 113287/98, 11 1047/98 & 
190391/11 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FUL TON BOI.E& WORKS hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sec~on 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS with prej udicc. 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfendants FULTON BOILER WORKS , be and the same wue hereby dismissed with prejudice 

i ,  New Yorlc New Y rk 1 
(2 12)" 3 1 3 - p O S  I 1- '** 

L 
SOORDERED, ~ 

i ,  New York, New York 10003 New Yorlc New Y rk 1 
(2 12)" 3 1 3 - p O S  I 1- '** 

JJN -6 20E2 
SO ORDERED, 1_ V .  > I c'! <;j?WS OFFICE 



X L  

EDWARD GRANT, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 100693/03 & 
114010/03 

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. 

s \ i? \ \L 

CTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, E D 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 10006 
JUN -6 2012 

CCjL,,, , L,LF I < \  :> ot-I-ICE 



' ' X.:/cases/FBW465 12/legallNOSJMffEBRUARY2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No, : 104 174/03 
& 126935/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER W O W S  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. 
S \ ? \ o -  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

YQiPoL E D (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, JUN -6 2012 
C L L ~ ~  $ A L . ~ . i - I i i k ;  i i i  r iCE 

NEW YOHK 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index NO,: 1 1 1626-03 & 
113756-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hcrcby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FLXTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being ao 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 Yorlc 100 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

c;ou,q, y L>,i-ERK'S OFF'CE 
NEW YORK ~ AL43 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintifls), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., NC. 

Index No.: 1 1 1593/03 & 
1 1 I966/03 

NO OPPOSTTION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORJIER 

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 

$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, al l  claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

- -  . - L 

Attorneys for Defend "PE D 
FULTON BOILEK WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14*Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

JUN - 6 2012 New Yo& New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2 )  3 13-3600 CL d l  , CLERK'S GFFicE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN R. MITRANO SR. 

-~ 
Index No. 116609/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE7 Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as “Reynolds 

Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp.” hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

~/--- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Pluinliff 
(2 12) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorney,s,fi)r D&ndlmt 
(212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, 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 

~ 

This Document Relates to: Index No. 11 1571/04 

EDWARD J, M U R M Y  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 thcre being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaint$f 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC Q ,  
‘ I 

(212) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys,fbr Defendunt cLu,. , ,,L2 

ja -5 an 
i_\{K‘S O F W E  , 

\upJv YOHK .;a (212) 791-0285 

--HAY 3 0 2012 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD M. NAGLE 

_- 

Index No. 109923104 

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 surnmaryjudgment 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 

I\ 
and without costs. 

+, -I, . * ,  
'is> l" Frank Ortiz, Esq. +?+Q 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC '"" 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys*four Pluintjfl 
(2 12) 558-5500 

150 Broadway, Suite T!WL 6 E D MALABY & BRAD 

New York, New York 10038 
Attorneys*for Defindunt JUN .e 6 2812 
(212) 791-0285 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 

CASIMER J. NIEMIEC 

_ _  
Index No. 112942/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTJON AND ORDER 

I _  

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 n o  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, p e w  York 

- 4  
kb ,F", I 

>."* I * i  4 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. b + 1 *h 
-# h WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 

700 Broadway 

Michael Jkurtis. Esa. , .  
MALABY & BRADL 
150 Broadway, Suite 60 

JUN -6 2012 New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys,fbr Pluinliff Attorneys, for Defendant 

New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 COuNly C\.L=RKS O F W E  
NEW YQRK . -  

MAY'XO ZUlI 
SO ORDERE 



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: 

LILY PETRELIS 

._ 

Index No. 115617/04 

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, ew York JX, ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC L E  
- 

D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Altorneys,for Dejindmt 

150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 JUN - 6 Z M Z  

C L l u i ~  8 LLERKS OFFICE 
t 
4 

NEW YORK (212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

-- MAY 3 0 2012 
SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1094 13/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CORNELIUS F. MCDADE, _: 

Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHERIEFORE, Defendant MIL-MCLAM COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WIL- 

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//7- , 2 0 1 4  
New Yorfiew York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 
I 

I 
! 

I 
SO ORDERED, 1 

MAY 3 0 2012 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Wed-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LL’TIGATION 
Index No.: 109431/00 

JOHN MATHIS, 
N O  OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTLON P 1 ai n t i ff( s) , 

- against - 
AC and S, INC,, (. .RMSGTRQT G 
CONTRACTTNG & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

M C L A W )  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. 

New York: NGw York JUN - 6  2012 

Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Wed-McLain 
830 Third Avenue, Suite 400 

New York. NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE s r I m  OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: L07401/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

STEPHEN MANDELL, 
Plaint i t'f(s), 

- tlyainst - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, ct d., 

De fend ants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby rcquests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plnintift-s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prcjudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Wcil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: I 
New vork. New York 

, sr MKENBERG, P.C. Ig SEGi 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER Sr MAHONEY, LTD. 

d 

JUN O C E D *  -6 2012 '1 850 Third Avenue, Su 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 a/- 1 

5$y Klein Heitler -A" 

C 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 12 I 5 14/00 

JOHN MICHAEL MALLON, 
Plainti f€(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC, (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("'J-EIL- 

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 / / 7  ,201B4 

JJN - 6  ZW 
C O ~ N T Y  CLERKS 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Jennger L. Budner, I2sq.L NEV\'YORK 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER rPC MAHONEY, zT%:+ 

Weil McLain 
830 Third Avenue, Suite 400 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

'> 

I 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
X 

Index No. 123934100 

JAMES QUIGLEY 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Weil-McLain, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

MALABY B F ~ A ~ L E Y ,  LLC 
Attorneys for Weil-McLain 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 F I L E D ,  \ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for PlaintiSf(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 791-0285 
1 

JUN - 6  2012 
I 

SO ORDERED r ~ C;LE~~KSOFF~CE I 
Y E W  YORK 3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LkIGATION 

, 1 1  

Index No.: 110130/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

JOHN SULLIVAN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

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 

to either party. 

Dated: 5 I I -I ,2012 
New York, New York 

SINGER & MAHONBY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 



From: Famaker To: 12126517499 Page: 516 Date: 9/27/2010 9:39:14 AM 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190062/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CARLOS SIMMONS, 
Plaintiff~s), 

- against - 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONE 
CONTRACTDIG & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defcndants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-cntitlcd 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. 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Wei I-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
couN*ry OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190232/09 
In Re: NEW YORK ClTYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALDO SCHINELLA, 
P1 ain t iff( s), 

- against - 
AC and S, WC,, (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTTNG & 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being 1-10 opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the samc are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to eithcr party. 
I 

0 
7 

'?* * ' 

I- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG; P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

S E ~ A L  M~CAMBRIDGE 
SINGER a& MAHONEE&WY 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Weil McLain 
850 Third Avenue. Sui; I 100 
New Yurk, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT O F  T H E  STATE 01: NEW YOKK 
COUN'IY OF NEW YORK I_ 

Index No.: 120685/97 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS ROKSVOLD, NO OPPOSITION 
P hint i ff( s) , SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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 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. 

Ncw York, New York 

SECAL McCAiMBRIDGE 
SINGER rPr MAHONEY 

Wcil McLain 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Del'endant 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 hird Avenue, Suite 1 l 0 0 J u ~  

ork,NY 10022 - 6  2012 
'"' y L'1ERWS (2 12) 65 1-7500 CQlJ 

I .  IYEW YOI3K OFFICE ,! 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT A. LOWE, 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 1 1 0 194/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFOFW, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,W7 ,2012 
New York. New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for 

S ~ A L  M C C A M B ~ G E  
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 10022 1 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK ClTYASBESTOS LlTIGATION 

.- - 
Index No.: 105789/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
JOHN McDONALD, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plainti ff(s), MOTION 

- against * 

AC aiid S, INT., (.4RMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitlcd 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. 

..Q h 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. - -4 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

W ei 1- McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

. _-- SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATlON 
Index No.: 190288109 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ANNA TRIVILINO, 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-enfi tled 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 n notice to all co-defaidants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain’be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 
F 

Jennife E. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRhDGE 
SINGER & MAIZONEY, LTD. ’ \ # * ?  

>- 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4‘h floor Attorneys for Defendant F I b, E D “i. 

New York, NY 10036 .I 
Wed-McLain ;; 

i ’UN - 6  2012 c 
830 Third Avenue, Suite 400 

New York, NY 10022 

-?FidiS SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LOUIS KINSELLA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 108806l03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SulMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WILIEREFORE, Defendant W E E - M C L m  hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs cornplaht against Defendant Weil-McLakt 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: 5 127 ,2012 
New York, New York 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs F I L E D  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 4 

(212) 558-5500 J'iv -6 2012 
couNTy CCFf?&S ' 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

Yoi$( 
- -. 

SO ORDERED why 3 Q m 
& utd: H A  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1901 18/12 

THOMAS BRUGAR, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: la 9 ,2012 
New York, New York 

~ ""+ A-I 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 



SUPREME COURT OF TIIE STATE OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTYOFNEWYORK 

Index No.: 109554/02 
rn Re: NEW YORK CITYASUES'TOS LITIGATION 

N O  OPPOSITION 
JOSE TRINIDAD, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), iM OTION 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Dcfendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinalter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rulcs Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil- 

Mctain with prejudicc, 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 eithcr party. 

Dated: 5 / 3 0  , 2 0 1 k  
New York. New York / (  A 

Frank Ortiz, Esy. 
WElTZ Sr LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 WeiI-McLain 

Jennifek' L, Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE & 
SINGER Sr MAHONEY, LTD. 

(212) S58-SSOO 850 Third Avenue, Suiteow - 'I 

New York, NY 10022 A/ j.a 
n (212) 651-7500 

I 1  f 
SO ORDERED, - SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 110377/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH J. ‘TURNER, 
P 1 ain t i ff( s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

IVIOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defcndant WEIL-MCLAlN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the abovc-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. 

Datcd: , c/3o ,201& 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 



. -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 109064/00 

JAMES MCOLAIDIS, 
Plaintifls), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEmFOFUC, Defendant WEE-MCLAM 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, I, 

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 3 0  I ,201a 
New York, New York 

I‘ 

c 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, L E D 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant . 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-Mchin 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 

SO ORDERED, 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1 OO67W07 

I 1 1823/02 
1 057 14/02 

KARL NEUBER'r, 
PlaintiffCs), 

- against - 
NO OPeosrrioN 

WEIL-bfCLAIN, ct al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

De fendm 1s. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLALN hereby rcquests Summary Judgment in the 

above-cntitled 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 prcjudice and without costs 

to either party. 

NCW York, Ncw York 

Attorney for thc Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO OR 

New York, NY /#, / (212)651-7500 

n .... . _ +  . . 

10022 

MAY 3 0 2012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et. al. 

Index No.: 190059/12 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

Defendants. 
x .............................................................. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, Individually, and as 

successor to YORK SHIPLEY, INC. (hereinafter "COMPUDYNE CORPORATION"), hereby 

requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE 

CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/y ,2012 

A- 
Michael Roberts, Esq.. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD. 1-11 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York New York 10022 
5 00 

SO ORDERED, __ MAY 3 0 2012 



-against- 
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
PACCAR, MC., et al., 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
De fcndan ts . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter "PACCAR") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice LAW and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs, complaint 

against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant 

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2012 

/&7- 

New York, NY 10022 Q L E D  

- 5 ', /-  

t Jennifer BuTdi, Esq. 
SEGAL, McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 

Attorneys for Defendant PACCAK Inc. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 

G i n  #&a 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorney for Plaintiffs MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100 

SO ORDERED, '"tv - 6  2012 

OFF/ CE 



' I  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE 0 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NEW YORK 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

Index No.: 108174/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MQZ'ZON AND ORDER 
PACCAR, INC., et al., 

Ron. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC, and its unincorporated division PETERXIILT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (hereinafter "PACCAR") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORJlERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant 

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SJI? ,2012 

SEGAL McCAMB€&GE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant PACC 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY I0022 

Attorney for Plain tiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 "FP'lclLED , f  

-/_- JUN - 6  2012 
COUN 1 Y LL i- :k\ .< bFFICE '1 

NEW YURK 
- - - *_ 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF T€ E TATE NEW YORK 
--- COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Rc: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100782/03 

N O  OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

VITO PIETANZA, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

W HEKEFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLATN COMPANY, TNC., hcrcinafier (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil 

I’ractjcc 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 cn-dcfcndants, 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: 

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRlDGE 
SINGER CPC MAHONEY, LTD. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New Y ork, NY 10003 Wcil-McLain I <: 

(212) 558-5500 Fer% E D .- ‘ \  

4 JUN -6 2012 

i f ci,is OFFICE 
, y , Y I  I - 1 - ‘  

SO ORDERED, 
NLW YORK 

MAY 3 0 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 117398/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

EUGENE O’BRIEN, MOTION 
PI ai n ti Rs), 

- against - 
AC and S, INC,, (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOW, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAM”) 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cqsts ’ 

to either party. 

Dated: 

..A 

SEGAL McCAMBRIQCE 
SINGER CPC MAHONEY, LTD. 

Weil- McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys far Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

i r ’, ? SO ORDERED 
- I  

MAYI3 0 1012 



SUPREME COURT OF T H E  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100781/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MARK O'BRIEN, MOI'ION 
PlaintitT(s), 

- against - 
AC and S,  INC., (ARMSG'TRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

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 Wcil- 

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 hercby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
I 

Dated: JUN -6 2012 

1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
830 Third Avenue, Suite 400 

New York, NY 10022 m 

SO ORDERED. 

MAY Y 0 2012 



’ I .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

’ Index No.: 125791/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
FRANK NUCHERENO, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

PlaintiffTs), MOTION 

- against - 
AC and S, MC,, (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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORDEFUD, that upon notice to all ca-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. 

/Xk,, ,-f 1 L E D 
JennifevL. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDCE 
SINGER CSC MAHONEY, LTD. 

JUCJ - 6 2012 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 10022 
00 

SO ORDERED,. 

MAY 3 0 2012 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

CATHLEEN SCHNETDER, as Administratrix for the Index No. 107146-03 
Estate of CARL W. SCHNETDER, and CATHLEEN 
SCHNEIDER, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J1IIDGMENT MOTION 

DEFENDANT 
PERKINS ENGINES, INC. 

Plaintiff(s), AND ORUEK AS AGAINST 
-against- 

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., et a]., including PERKINS 
ENGINES, INC., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant PERKINS ENGINES, INC. hereby requests sumrnary judgment in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant PERKINS ENGINES, TNC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

PERKINS ENGINES, TNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\ /* - 
&id J. Bar- 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint&% 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys .for Perkins Engines, Inc. 
Threc Gateway Center, 1 Zth Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102 

I 
(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



LEONID M. MERMAN and DlNA LIBERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index No.: 190057-2012 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et  al. including, 
FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

SRDERED, 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Pat t i  Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. 

Newark, NJ 07102 

~ \ -  

"9 

Three Gzteway Center, 12' poll L E \ 
I 

1 JUN - 6  2N2 

YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

> (J\' \-ICE 
SO ORDERED, ( 

I *L- 

NU4939 17v 1 



LEONID M. LIBERMAN and DlNA LIBERMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

Index No.: 190057-2012 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JEANNE LOWE, Individually and Executrix for the 
Estate of ROBERT A. LOWE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al, 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Par, 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 10 194/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, 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 

" k t  defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 3 

without costs. F 1 L E D  4 '1 
Dated: New Xork. New York JUN - 6  2012 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Robert A, Lowe 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 

*,9* New York. New York 10005 New York. NY 10003 "H A 

(212) 232-1300 
File NO. 1863.9179 / - \ >  1 

SO ORDERED, 

. 

leitler 

4828-3185-2815.1 



c 

SU$REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK m d c B 4 f i  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J+) 

This Document relates to: 
i Index No. 106694/02 

Norman James Reinard and Eva Reinard, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
A C & S, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Matthew MacIntyre., Esq. fl 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Norman James Reinard and Eva Reinard 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway 
ork 10003f \ 

Jut\ -5  20\1 (212) 232-1300 

I I-"\cs OFF\GE+ 1 
SO OIDERED, 

,\I y W K  . iL" 
C .  

4844-0721 -4062.1 4852-5083-7005 

27- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW ~omnnv~p, - ,~ ,  p, Y 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ''I SFR\/ICF 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

~ Index No. 112709/02 
This Document relates to: 

Charles Sneckenburg and Kathy Sneckenburg, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
"against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
A C & S, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Charles and Kathy Sneckenburg 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4844-0721 4862.1 4852-5083-7005 



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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANDREW S. NEER, [ Index No.: 1 14296-02 
1 16798-07 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 
! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

* 
Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Andrew S. Neer 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

48494720-1 55 1.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

O’MEARY, EILEEN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM P. O’MEARA and EILEEN M. O’MEARA, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, TNC., ET, AL 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107098-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 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. 

*s ” W P r  

$%J%\> 
Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 

Eileen O’Meara, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Attorney for Plaintiffs k? 

LEWIS BR~SBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street Suite 2100 

William P. O’Meara & Eileen M. O’Meara, 

New York, Ne 3 York 10005 WEITZ Individually & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 JUN -6 2012 

483.5-7745-5375. I 
c 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS and LYNDA O'BRIEN, as 
Co-Administrators for the Estate of MATTHEW J. 
DEGAETANO and CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS and 
LYNDA O'BRIEN, Individually, 

I , Index No.: 1071 83-02 

! NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 

Defendants. 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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 Yor-, New York 

h Bhav C n )ni,Esq. *m-&=-- Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Cynthia Schultheis and Lynda O'Brien, as 
Co-Administrators for the Estate of Matthew J. 
DeGaetano and Cynthia Sc h 's d L 
O'Brien, Individually 1 D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

"..,", Attorney for Plaintiff h. 

& SMITH LLP 

JUN -6 2012 

cc, ", , , CLERK'S OFFICE 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4 
4852-4180-7887.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN M. FAGAN, as the Executrix of the Estate of JOHN 
J. FAGAN and JOAN M. FAGAN, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 14 1 19-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, lnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Joan M. Fagan, As the Ex ri fo the 
John J. Fagan and Joan M E g a l ,  ILviBp 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York I0005 700 Broadway JUN - 6  2012 
(212) 232-1300 

'r , ,,LERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

& 
4824-6832-5391 1 

d 



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: 

RICHARD K .  GEARY, i Index No.: 1 12800-02 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 
! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 321 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, hc. ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Richard K. Geary 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

F I L E D  
(212) 232-1300 

.. - 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN - 6  2012 

4826-2449-6655.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
fafldGG'f~ COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

! (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALTON A. HAKES, [ Index No,: 114072-02 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A C .  & S ,  INC., ET. AL : NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 

Peerless Ind ies, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISB IS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Str t, Suite 2100 
New York, N f w York 10005 
(2 12) 232- 1300 

Attorney for Plain 
Alton A. Hakes 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F I L 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JUN - 
(212) 558-5500 

- 

E D  
6 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

4 

4827-0307-5343. I 
h 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RANDALL A. KACER and JOYCE C. KACER, i Index No.: 119102-02 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 
; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

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. 

-\q 

F I L E D  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
Street, Suite 2100 700 Broadway 

JUN -6 2012 (212) 558-5500 

.- I 
4843-4986-2671 . I  

xu- 



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: 

DEAN P. KOPCHO, as Executor for the Estate of 
WILLIAM M. KOPCHO, 

i Index No,: 108105-02 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Dean P. Kopcho, as Executor for the Estate of 
William M. Kopcho 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F I L E D  New York, New York 10005 

(212) 232-1300 New York, New York 1 03 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4 

4814-3285-6847.1 

1 / 4 6  

JUN -6 2012 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 
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h h n G a w n ~ ~  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, 3.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD J. DEAN, As Executor for the Estate of 
ROSE PRISCILLA DEAN, 

i Index No.: 10776 1-02 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants, i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F I L E D  
BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Rose Priscilla Dean 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JUN - 6  2012 (212) 558-5500 

4830-9176-9359. I 

? I  770 
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% SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY LOU LA GOE, , Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ROBER H. LA GOE, 

j Index No.: 1 17995-02 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET, AL 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Mary Lou La Goe, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of Robert H. La Goe 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F I L E D  

(212) 232-1340 \ h 1 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERE 

JUN - 6  2012 
CL -. . .,:.EHK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

NIT- 

4848-7912-9359.1 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD J. DEON and LINDA M. DEON, 1 Index No.: 11 1994-02 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 
: NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Ronald J. Deon and Linda M. Deon 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

IS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

F I L E D ;  
4 

(212) 558-5500 

l U N  -6 2012 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

4832-9256-9103. I 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY CTRBUS, As Administratrix 
For the ESTATE OF PATRICK J. CIRBUS and 
SHIRLEY CTRBUS, Individually 

i Index No.: 1 1 13 16-2002 

Plaintiff, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S ,  INC., ET. AL 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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. 

so ORDERED, 

1 

4847-2459-5215.1 

4 77070 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Shirley Cirbus, As Administratrix 
for the Estate of Patrick J. Cirbus and 
Shirley Cirbus, Individual1 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

SGAARD & SMITH LLP 

F I L E D )  
(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 4 

1 

'FICE 
J 

10003 JUN - 6 2012 

COUNTY Cl-EM'S OF 
NEW YOHK 

C L  

).crhsI R n ?  
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AAfiFktc~~ ri KGtcal SERVICE 
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.) 

[ Index No. 106266/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

David Spitz, as Administrator for the Estate of Irving 
Spitz, 

j NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- ~ MOTION AND ORDER 

A C & S ,  INC, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLp 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

David Spitz as Adm. For the 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JJN -. 6 2012 

coup; y CLERKS OFFICE 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK _. 

3 

4844-0721 -4862.1 48524083-7005 

t17B 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

CARMINE CARRIERO and CONCETTA CARRIERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 10270/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 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. 

F I L E D  
JUN -6 2012 

, , ,.,, J ,  . I , ~;I-ERK'S O F W E  
hl L?W/ -. . RK 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney far Plaintiff 
Carmine Carrier0 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21Sf Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.8377 1m 

DVs 
). 

SO ORDERED, 

4850-3596-0335 1 

\ 
i 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STEPHEN A. MANDELL, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S ,  INC., ET. AL 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 1 13483-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I '  ' $  
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Stephen A. Mandell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

I 700 Broadway r ' -  
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

4844-4666-0623.1 

2UDU 1 
1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SUSAN P. MATICE, As Administratrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM A. MATICE and SUSAN P. MATICE, 
Individually, 

Index No.: 1 13480-02 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S, INC., ET. AI, 

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

\ 

Susan P. Matice, As Administratrix for thi'Estate 
of William A. Matic 
Individually 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

New York, New York 10003 

'A 

(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway JuN 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

4847-3993-3455.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH METROSE, Individually and as Executrix for j Index No,: 106914-02 
the ESTATE OF GEORGE MEIROSE, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- [ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.C. & S, INC,, ET. AL 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE?, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, 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, 

A 

Dated: N~~ 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

Executrix for the Estate of George &k"% 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ew 
00 

Hon, SheGy Klein Heitler 

York 1 0003 

/' , 

4846-7033-1407.1 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j T.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN M. BISHOP as Administrator for the 
Estate of GEORGE HENRY BISHOP and 
JOAN BISHOP, Individually, 

i Index No,: 11 1308/02 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
JOAN M. BISHOP, as Administrator fo 
Estate of GEORGE HENRY P nd 
JOAN BISHOP, I n d i v i d u a l l y p T  e E D 

b '  

'i 
New York, New York 10005 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, A !  

JUN - 6  2012 (212) 232-1300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 

NEWYORK ~ zd COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4822-7623-6559.1 

! r q m -  
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I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

This Document relates to: 
j Index No, 190193/12 

STEVEN J. LANCELOT and KATHLEEN 
LANCELOT, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 r s l t / 4 ,  Q f 1  

- ~ K S  OFFICE 
GbU," L , \ L N B K  r 

A- 1 - L -I ,. 

Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff ,, 
Steven J. Lancelot 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 2 12.558.5500 

. SOORDERED, MAY 3 0 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4834-6643-7903.1 
A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  .-. . 
'F, 

-4N CgE&r.lr. I ~~ 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

. 'FRWCF j NYCAL 
/ I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 105874/02 
This Document relates to: 

FRANK J. COSTELLO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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. 

J 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Frank J. Costello 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.._ r - -  

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 
File No. 1863.24603 

wbq 3 
SO ORDERED, 

4812-9483-7775 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

; T.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILTON EARL CHERRY, i TndexNo.: 113141-02 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

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. 

4830-9491-4063.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAULINE BURTON, as Executrix for the Estate af 
RICHARD BURTON, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 117571-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  Richard Burton 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 (212) 232-1300 JUN - 6 2012 
(212) 558-5500 

CLERKS OFHCE 
NEW YORK 

cI 

- -4 IN1 
/ #&&* 

SO ORDERED, 

4845-8880-6927.1 
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4h-cqN Cpp&,-”, 
-R\/leE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MERLE G. BURGIN, : IndexNo.: 113141-02 
1 16958-05 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL : NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Merle G. Burgin 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

4 

4839-3665-8447.1 

IIlV 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

FRANCES CRIPPS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
DONALD A. CRIPPS JR. and FRANCES CRIPPS, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A.C. & S, NC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 125782/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. individually and incorrectly sued herein 

as Peerless Heater Co. Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 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. 

cc,.. ,, LLqfps OFFICE 
k W  YORK Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

rney for Defendant 
eerless Industries, Inc, 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212,232.1300 2 12.55 8.5500 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Donald A. Cripps, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

4"6 

File No. 1863.8804 ** 
*$ + 

0 
4- 

SO ORDERED, 
y+#*# 

4835-9574-1 199 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

BEATRICE PAPANTONIO, Individually and as 
Executrix of the Estate of ALFRED E. PAPANTONIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 125871/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. individually and incorrectly sued herein 

as Peerless Heater Co. Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 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: N w York, New York d M  aq,  mz, 

/Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARR & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.1079 

SO ORDERED, 

483 14223-2079.1 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Alfred L. Papantonio 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, N k  10003 
212.558.5500 _I rl . 

’UN - 6  2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL RUFUS, As Administratrix for the 
Estate of ARNOLD BENEDETTO JR. and 
EDNA MAE BENEDETTO, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 5368-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
\ 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
CAROL RUFUS, As Administratrix for the 
Estate of Arnold Benedetto Jr. and 
Edna Mae Benedetto, Indivi 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JuN 6 2ba 

ARD & SMITH LLP 

p!l L E D A 

SO ORDERED, 

7 (212) 558-5500 - Y Y’  * 

- -._ - 

- Hon. Sw Klein Heitler Y 

~,;LERK‘S OFFIG 
IJEW YORK 

4829-1396-6863.1 

z t  926 



AMFRrcAN SUPREME COURT OF THESTATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY i NYCAL 

/ I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No. 105870/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JOSEPH LAVIERO and NANCY LAVIERO, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Joseph Laviero 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D :  f r LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212,232.1300 212,558.5500 

a 
JUN - 6  2012 

File No. 1863.14377 

SO ORDERED, 

4832-5796-865s 1 



t 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DEAN HARP, Proposed Executor for the Estate of 
RALPH J. DE GEORGIA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

AMEWCAM CLERICAL SFRMCE ' 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 106574/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: N w York, New York &yl, miL- 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.11411 

' :  
Frank Attorney M. for Ortiz, Plaintiff Esq+ F \ L E D .  :;) 

JUN -6 2012 Ralph J. DeGeorgia 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
2 1 2.5 5 8.5500 

SO ORDERED, 

10003 GGUl* 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 120250/99 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

WARREN H. MCNALLY and C L A I m  MCNALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & $, NC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. individually and incorrectly sued herein 

as Peerless Heater Co. Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, 

Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

w York, New York 
4; ZorL  

, .- -.. . 

r 

, .  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Warren H. McNally 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
212.558.5500 

EWTS BRISBOIS BISEAARD & SMITH LLP 

yJN -6 2012 4 
cR\(’soFF\cE \ 

77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232,1300 
File No. 1863.27278 1 C’ YOW 

” 

1\11 L J d  

J ! s q + ! ; ! ! : : o  *p* \, / SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein eitler 

4832-0953-755 1 1 

# 
’3 

37279 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK  AM^^^^^ 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

This Document relates to: 
j Index No. 1 13939/02 

Ruth S. Sciortino, as Executrix for the Estate of Aaron 
0’ Brien, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A C & S, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, 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 

z&* 
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq/ 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Ruth S. Sciortino, et al. \ ’  

LEwis BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4844-0721 -4862.1 4852-5083-7005 

m3 zq 



SUP'REME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

0 j I.A.S. 
j (Heitler, . ~~~~~~~~ c! c a l f l n  I qcQ\flC~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Edward M. McInerney, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A C & S, INC., et al. 

j Index No. 106706/02 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

z . # L  %(B.. 
eter Venetis, Esq. Matthew MacIntyre., Esq. 4 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Edward M. McInerney 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway F I L E  

2 
JUN -6 2012 

couN~E~yoRK 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, OF@ 

F 
MAY 3 n 2011 ' 

I f svwu old; / 
4844-0721 -4862 I 4852-5083-7005 3, .*c b 

2-7 5%3 



4 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK “h%c 

44Qe : NYCAL 
/ I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 105559/02 

&@4, ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DOLORES REINA and JOHN REINA, 

~ 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 
~ 

Defendants + 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND OI2DER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

‘9 
John WEITZ Reina & LUXENBERG F\LEQi Attorney for Plaintiff 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232,1300 

I 

~ U N  - 6  IQQ 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1s oFF\cE 2 12.55 8.5500 -, \-F RK 
File No. 1863.7171 COUNT’ -,u .(ow iy \\‘C 

SO ORDERED, v.hw 3 R 2 M f  
48 13-2721-2559.1 A *  /------ 

i I~ d h ’  



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RE2FERS TO: 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

WILLIAM F. LAW and PATRICIA Y. LAW, i Index No.: 1 17996-02 

I Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 
; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William F. Law and Patricia Y. Law 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYork 10003 

BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

F I h E D 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

so ORDE 

4850-70234383.1 

JUN - 6  2012 

l LERKS OFFICE 
c\ I$)" h t W  YORK 



. , , ^ l e  ' ̂ "  q p ; m i 5  ." q(%m T;LL . 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORKn 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAWRENCE W. LUTTRELL, JR., as Administrator for 
the ESTATE OF LAWRENCE W, LUTTRELL and 
CATHERINE LUTTRELL, Individually 

j Index No.: 10691502 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S, INC., ET. AL 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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. 

* 

Lawrence W. Luttrell, Jr., as Administrator for the 
01s BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Estate of Lawrence W. Luttrell & Catherine 

Luttrell, Individually 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , New York 10005 

48 1 5 -I 6804623.1 
b 



““““w‘:,”,rlJ <-.r 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

-I COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 4 ; f i  4.: ZQ\/;pc . .IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

GERALD H. CAUGHELL, JR., Executor for the Estate of 
GERALD H. CAUGHELL, SR. and MARGARET JEAN 
CAUGHELL, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index NO. 105602-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
41 (2, 

Gerald H. Caughell, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG JUN - 6  2012 

Attorney foi Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SM~TH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21“ Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 
File No. 1863.7960 



* 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DOROTHY CULLENS, Individualy and Administratrix 
for the Estate of JOSEPH L. CULLENS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 113473-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$ l l Z  

Ea 
Anthony A*, Esq. J o h p  
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003 wdid& 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Joseph L. Cullens 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway f 

C'i t?F 
212.232.1300 212.558.5500 & E ~ A , .  '4,; I 

File No. 1863,7835 /?A Ad-.------- 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

WALKER ALEXANDER, JR. and DWENDOLYN 
ALEXANDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index NO. 11 1589-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

F I L E D  
JUN - 6  2012 

mey for Defendant 
rless Industries, Inc, 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
212.232.1300 
File No. 1863.5353 

Walker Alexander, Jr. and Dwendolyn Alexander 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, @* 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

Qts: 4840-WS4-4143.1 
t $  b 

, p y  

d t  



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ~ NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. 1 13 156/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

THOMAS J. WALSH and MARY WALSH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., et al, 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

w York, New York 
?! Z O W -  

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Thomas J. Walsh 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

F L E D  
J U N  -6 2012 

P e enetis, Esq. F torney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BYSCAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21St Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 2 12.558.5500 
File No. 10958 

New York, NY 10003 

CL -, . ; I CLERK'S OFFldE 

IB*" 
yi ,dW 

SO ORDERED, &$--- -  # 3 

d+ 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

4849-6419-8415 I 
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! NYCAL f ; ' P ? q  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

-I' E- 

" 'FR@cF ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAWRENCE STERN, ! Index No.: 1191 11-02 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. & S ,  INC., ET, AL 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, I 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JWN - 6  2012 

. .-- 

I 
4829-0826-7535 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Donald L. Sterner and Margaret Sterner, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A C & S, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

#c$ex No. 106706/02 

CEfNIC~ qCFl 
F@T,ARI a-Fd 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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. 

dw aPIZ 
Dated: New York, New York 

Venetis, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOJS BJSGAARD & SMITH LLP 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Donald and Margaret Ste 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. \I \t4 JV" 

77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway ,;,\,: , )b\ GE 
New York, New York 10003COUN \ y  0 - c :  * '  

A (212) 232-1300 t$EN .iwK 
&- 

SO ORDERED, 

4844-0721 -4862.1 4852-5083-7005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY 4 &&-Qh!r& 

f i  I%! f-' 
* E  z:qff%J 

i NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 ' * r  p: 

i (Heitler, J.) Y'.Q 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. ROOKEY, As Executrix for the Estate of 
LAWRENCE D. ROOKEY, As PATRICIA A. ROOKEY, j 
Individually, 

Index No.: 1 18004-02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
A.C. & S ,  INC., ET. AL 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

PATRICIA A. ROOKEY, as Executrix for the 

Rookey, Individually, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York 10003 

,l-tt~K'S O F F l L  

@U 
+H 

4833-2638491 1.1 

=r71/ 




