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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  

WILLIAM GLLIAM 

12071 5/03 

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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fk/a 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 f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

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

costs. >-* > 

.** ~. &> 

'%.* + *  
*'? 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Inc. f/Wa Adience, 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa 
improperly named as 

JUN 2 4 2111 

COUNT( CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

FileNo.: 473.86092 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

j Index No.: 112046/06 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR AND CLAONA TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

1 1 2 6 2 2 / 9 ( f G G >  

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

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

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

are bereby dismissed with prejudice and 
if! 

defendant, Courter & Company, E, !e 
without costs. 

t 

JUid 2 4 2011 
4 

Yo& COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22714 

{NO04378 1 - 1  } 



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

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

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

SAMUEL TUMIA and NETA TUMIA, INDEX NO.: 109510/97 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 102 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



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: N Y C A L  

GEORGE H. CLIFF and PATRICIA CLIFF 

10485 8/05 

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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMt, 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 BM[, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are 

costs. 

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

n 

M A R K ~ ~ E I L L ,  O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

h File No.: 473.86086 

SO ORDERED, A 
Hon.3herry Klein Heitler 



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

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

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

103 75 8/97 & 

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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa B M ,  Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. ffWa 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/Ua 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and without 

costs. 

~ .,,:., 
"\ 4 Frank Ortiz, Esq. t,J 

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa B 
improperly named as Premie 
Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. flWa B 
5 3 0 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 JUN 2 4 2011 
(914) 345-7301 
File No. : 473,86092 GOUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i I n d e x N f i l >  
JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT PYANOWSKI, j 
AND JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

103005/04, 125791/99 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York r 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert Pyanowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Krein Heitler 722-0583 

(NOW3781-1) 



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

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

i Index N o . G F >  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT PYANOWSKI, 
AND JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

05/04, 125791/99 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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 & Cow 

without costs. 3 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 24 2011 Dated: New York. New York 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert Pyanowski 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. W~r- rz  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
-- - 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K& Heitler 

1 122-2 1367 

{NO043781 -1  } 



HOAGLAND, LON00 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWRRUNWK.  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

MORAN. DWUST a 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN COUGHLIN AND BARBARA ANNE 
COUGHLIN 

against 

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

7M WLTSEYS MLL RO 
SUITE 202 
WAMMONTON. NJ 

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

INDEX NO.: 97-123219 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 

+4fI 
CHARLES FERGUSON~E'SQ. 
qEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 

L E D  9 ttorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

N 2 4 2011 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

I# New York, NY 10003 
Kohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 4 

ohn Coughlin and Barbara Anne Coughlin 

JUN 1 6  2011 



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

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

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

GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY 
PETRONE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

INDEX NO.: 104095198 

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 

ith prejudice without costs. 

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 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: 

CLIFTON E. ROBINSON 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 

prejudice and without costs, 

1 

.. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

%*.,J9. 

(212) 558-5500 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

MhZ.&3( O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw MI1 River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86109 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 1 1049/98 

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' GO 

and there being no opposition theret 

ant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 
j : ! P a r r  

all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
T ) p Q \ l \  

*A+ 
Frank rtiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plainti 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg w 
(212) 558-550 

so ORDERED, 

BOILER WORKS 
& Moore 

2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



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

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.<* 

RICHARD GALLI, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 7 \?A ,2011 
New York, ew York 

- F I L E D  
JUN 2 4 2011 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, hTD. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

I 

i 

1 

SO ORDERED, 



SUF'REh4E COURT OF TJ3E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

THOMAS J. CZORA, SR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J. 

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. fk/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 fkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, h c .  fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMJ, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
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/k/a Adience, Inc. f/Wa EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

n File No.: 473.86089 

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 

GEORGE H. CLIFF and PATRICIA CLIFF I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summasy 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. f1Ua Adence, 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, h c .  fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI 
530 Saw Mll Rwer Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85086 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

WILLIAM GILLLAM I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo. 103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORaER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, h c .  f/k/a EM,  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. f/kh Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMT, 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. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

g- t 'h  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ''%% 

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

Attorneys for Adience fMa B 
improperly named as Premie 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. flWa B 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86092 

JUN 2 4 2011 

G O U N ~  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDEMD, 



SUPEiEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  

WARD EVAT HARRIS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience 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/kh BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86093 
(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 
JAMES R. MCDONALD I.A.S. Part 30, 

Index No& 

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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs cornplamt against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

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

opposition thereto, 

I 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/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 fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI . ,  
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 F 1 L E D 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86098 JUN 2 4 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X *_I__I"_III___I__*Icl----l-l----I1- 

NYCAL 

(Hei der, J.) 

Index No: 105 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S, Part 30 

X _l________r__r_r_rl_l____l_____l________~ 

Q-l%> 
This Document Relates To: 

Dennis Rotunno NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

X _ r 1 l 1 1 1 1 - 1 1 1 _ _ - _ - I _ _ _ - 1 - 1 - - - - - - - - r 1 - - - - - - - - - " - r - - - -  

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. F I L E D ;  1 

Dated; New York, New York - JUN 2 4  2011 

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

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

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

~ "* I- - ' Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

46216341 ~~~ f 4 "Ilt 



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

Index No.: 11 10- 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD GALLI, NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 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, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 7 \ 7: ,2011 
New York, ew York 

SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. JUN 2 4 2011 Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

New York, NY 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

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: 

BIUAN J. MCGUIRE and SARAH 
MCGUIRE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 112919198 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER - a 

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 

de ith prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p .cWi  ERSON, M~NEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
NPW Ynrk New Ynrk 10003 New York. New York 10279 

SO ORDERED: 

227-7878 

_1_ 

. --.a 



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

Index No.: 113121/98 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES F. MURPHY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

JUN 2 4 2011 New Y&f, New York 

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

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

- -- 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ____________II_______l_r________________------_-"--------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

NY 
amaroneck Ave, Suite 501 F ILED n, New York 10528 

New York, New York 100 
(2 12)558-5500 

Y 

Honorable Shew-Klein-Heitler 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 117717/98 

JAMES BRENNAN, NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintifqs), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFtDERED, 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: (n /& ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUX€CNBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 COUNTY CLERKS OF- 

+q NEWYORK 
) 651-7500 

So ORDERED, 



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

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

FRANCIS G. CALLMAN 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience EIWa 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) & COURMEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.84085 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, I 

Hon. Sherry glein Heitler 

JUN I6 2Qll’ 



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: 

KENNETH A. FINING 
NYCAL 

19/03 

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 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
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 

JUN 1 6  2011 



-- 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES W. DOUGLAS 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 16323/03 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York I05 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86091 jUN 2 4 20'' 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHESTER HORNER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1 19874/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEIIIED, that upon notice to all co-d fen claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same E e L r L L X l  with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. JUN 24 2Q22 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

1 New York. NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein neitler 



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

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

MICHAEL LAING 

NYCAL 
I. A. S.  Part 3 0, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BM, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

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

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

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa B 
530SawMdlR1verRoad I L E D 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86095 
(914) 345-7301 JUN 2 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YBRK 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANN KARALES AND SUSAN PAVACIS, AS 
CO-EXECUTRICES FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ANTHONY LAMANO AND ROSE LAMANO, 

21 906/9& m 
j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
+d ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony E. Lamano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

F I L E D  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 - IUN 2 4 2011 
(2 12) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERKS QFFLCE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YOW 

2383-22683 

{ NO04378 1-1 } 



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

Index No,: 100050/99 
In Re: NEW YOFX CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO, JR., 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be F t l #  se 
to either party. 

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

y dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

JUN 16 2011 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- _ _ " _ _ _ _ - - _ _ 1 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ -  X 

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

Index No: 100557/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

"__ll_r_l_l_-_**______lll_____l_______ll- X 
This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests sumtnary 
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 
without costs. 

hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

Dated: New Xar , New York c//& 2 4  2011 

SLJ rari: 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File NO. 05335.00001 

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

\ 

SO ORDERED, 

4621711.1 



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

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

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

RICHARD A. PAIGE and JEAN INDEX NO.: 101176/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.C. AND S. INC., ET AL. 

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, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 1  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

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

P.C. 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YOFW -.I 

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

ANN R. RIGGINS, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JAMES RIGGINS, SR., 
Plaintiff, 

A.C. AND S. INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 101624199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OIXDER 

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. 
A I  # 

700 Broadway 233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 102 
(212) 558-5500 

5 SO ORDERED: *. . . 

Hon. Sherry Klein Hgitler 

JUN 1 6  2011 



HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
MEW BRUNSWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUIT€ 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

7m WLTSEY'S MLL RD 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES W. CLOBRIDGE JR. AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF CHARLES W. CLOBRIDGE 
AND BETTY CLOBRIDGE, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 99-102317 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 717 (wh 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

E B L E D I Clobridge, Individually, 
Ko h le r Co . 
40 Paterson Street PO o 8 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 ' 700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Phi  n t iff (s) , 
Charles W. Clobridge Jr. as Executor for the 
Estate of Charles W. Clobridge and Betty 

3crN i -t 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
SO ORDERED: 

pr- 



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

IN FU3 NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JACQUELINE VERREGO, 
Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of HENRY R. VERREGO, 
Plaintiff, 

A.C. AND S. INC., ET AL. 
vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 103833199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SON, McNEILL, P.C. 

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



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

j J.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, 3 . )  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAMUEL ROSENBLATT AND SHIRLEY 
ROSENBLATT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the sam e he eby dismissed vvith prejudice and 

without costs. + F I L E D .  F I L E D  ~ j '  
L JUN 24 2011 1 

Dated: New York, New York JUN 2 s  2011 4 !/+ ,2011 a: COUNTY CLERK'S o w T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YURK 

A 
I 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLTJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Samuel Rosenblatt and Shirley Rosenblatt 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York, New York 10003 

1235-21191 

(N0043781-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAMUEL ROSENBLATT AND SHIRLEY (7iE%i 
ROSENBLATT, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F I 'L 
JUN hi 2011 

1 
L,// ,2011 

~ L J N T Y  CLEWS OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Samuel Rosenblatt and Shirley Rosenb 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORIDERED, 

2383-22407C 

(NO043781 - 1 )  

YJUN 1 6  2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SAMUEL ROSENBLATT AND SHIRLEY 
ROSENBLATT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E  
Dated: New Yo k, New York + ,2011 J U v  L 7 2011 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFIC 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Samuel Rosenblatt and Shirley Rosenblatt 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED, 

1122-21689 

(N0043781-1) 



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

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

MARVIN SCHUMER, 
Plaintiff, 

A.C. AND S. INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS, 

INDEX NO.: 105423199 

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 

dw I d  

JUN 2 4 2011 
~m CLERK'S OFFICE, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. NEWYOM 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 



X: FB WS4905/FB W3855OAe~aWOCTOBER 201 I 

Plaintiff(s), 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FUL'I'ON 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 qost8. 

i Attorney for Plaintifis 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Su+* Halbardier, Esq. 
Atthrn ys for PULTON BOILER WORK§ 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Barrjl- K cTiernan & Moore 

(212) 313-3600 

JUN I6 



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

v 

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

GERALD CLAYTON CARPENTER 
and LILLIAN CARPENTER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, 

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

INDEX NO.: 106083/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
0RI)ER 

c., 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 

be and the same are her prejudice without costs. 

W M  1 L & LUXkNBkKb,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein geitler 



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

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

j Index No.: 110 
! 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE VENTRY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ALBERT P. VENTRY AND ROSE 
VENTRY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the rnisskd with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
T/JL ,2011 -- 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Albert P. Ventry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NOW378 1 - I  } 

12350247,17108 

j'jk9 ; j 2511 



SUPR,EME. 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, 3 . )  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 1 

j 
ROSE VENTRY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! -e 
ESTATE OF ALBERT P. VENTRY AND ROSE 
VENTRY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

ereby dismissed with prejudice and #qZ"eD ; . defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., 

without costs. 

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

Estate of Albert P. Ventry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-0848,17662 

{ NO04378 1 - 1  } 



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

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

GEORGE H. CLIFF and PATRICIA CLIFF I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo: 11- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORFi, 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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a 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 fMa BMI, Lnc., 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. MARK$&IEILL, 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. f/Wa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86086 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OROER 

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 oppasition thereto, 

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

Dated: New ork, New York k i 

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

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

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

r File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1700.1 JUN 1 6  2011 

I 



. -.* 

Plaintiff(s), 

-againa- 

A.C. & S., INC, 

Index No.: 110954/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FWLTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

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

832 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and with0 t costs. 

SuzannZM. Halbardier, Esq. 
BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway FULTON BOILER WORK 
New York, New York 1003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 , U ~  2 4 

31 3-3600 @@ 
&aKS 

SO ORDERED, c o u ~ ~ N E ~  YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
l _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ c _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l -  x 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

462 1486.1 

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

X ___I___c___"____r___l____l___l___________ 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 1573/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
Wayne C. Huntley SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X l ____-__" l_________________ I____________-  

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

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

I 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMP hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

NEW YORK 
# 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

JUN 1 6  2011 



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-Ieitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR AND CLAONA TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. [ 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Courter & Company, &jare iereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 2 4 2011 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 
SO ORDERED, 

1122-22714 
I 

1 (NO04378 1-1 } 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALAN EDWARD PAUZE, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 113354/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHERF,FORF+ Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafier (“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 &e b k p u s e d p i t h  prejudice and without costs 
; to either party. 4 

JUN 2 4  2011 
Dated: A? 2011COUNTYCLERKS 

NEW YORK 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 

‘JUN 1 6  2011 



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

I1 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118269199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

IN FtF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
JEAN A. TUCKER, as Executrix for 
the Estate of JOHN RANDOLPH 
TUCKER, and JEAN TUCKER, 
Individually, 
Plain tiff(s), 

ORDER 
D S. INC,, ET AL. 

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

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

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

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

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice Without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 102 
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

m12 4 20lC . 

(QgJpJry c1 ERKS OE'CE 
M& YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



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

Index No: 12 1 144/99 

Frank J. Coppola 
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. 

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK - 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4621317.1 



,36.07194/AJM 
;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

:N RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

?his document relates to: 

JILLIAM D. BUXTON, Deceased, 

V S .  

Plaintiff, 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
?t al., 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : (i21854/99 *wJ 
(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

clivi1 Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 ,  dismissing 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
F \ L E  D 

4 
& FLINN 

United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Skerry Klein Heitler 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OIRDER 

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

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

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

prejudice in th is action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
</JY ,2011 

-. I,c ,A 
Matthew D. Sarnpar, Esq. 
Attorney forQefendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Louis A. Lipa, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5082AT, 6867 

{N0049460-1} 



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

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

i IndexNo,: 10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
eo7 86’oo , 

ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
6 ) h  ,2011 

P O ?  A A 

{NO042 173-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
j p 7  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
_ _  . 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. - 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of LOUIS A. Lipa 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 - 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 " "  

SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No.: 109 
~ s s 6 ' 0 0 ,  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?/J? ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Louis A. Lipa Sr. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO042 1 73- I } 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _____-"____-_l__-_--______________l_____" 

NYCAL 

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

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

This Document Relates To: 

John Keptner NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
,JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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, ew € ! L E D  or 

*JUN 2 4  2011 

FFlCE 

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

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

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

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6 2011 

4621503.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C .  & S., INC., et a/., 
Defendants . 

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

108083/00, 104917/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

JUN 2 
P 

NIY c LERK'S OFFICE 
4 

Carol M. Tempesta, hq .  
Attorney for Defendant c NEW YOMtorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 A 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
-".. ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 

2571-06071 

{NO042 173- I } 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22300 

{N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT or: THE STATE OF NEW YON 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

amc are hereby dismissed with 

JUN 2 4  2011 t 3730 ,2011 
COUNlY CLERKS OF 

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

Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-..-“+I. 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e s  Klein. Heitler 

- 

(N0049460-1) 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, 
AND MILDRED M, REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules ?J 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 
\ 

F I L E D  1 without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York a 
-7 2011 JUN 2 4 2011 

WUNTY CLERK'S OF 
NFW vnq K 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEKZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

--.""".~k_*. ," 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kiein Fkitler 

1235-21 81 7 

{ N0049460- 1 } 



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

IN RE:' NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
WALTER H. REEVES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 
108083/-> 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Inc. W a  Adience, Inc. W 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. Wa Adience, Inc. Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

I 

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

defendant Adience Wa BMI, Inc,, improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiws) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience VMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. €Ada Adience, Inc. W a  BMX 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 

File No.: 473,86312 
(914) 345-7301 

> 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

;.", ' 



536.11991/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

WALTER H. REEVES, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs , 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Lein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 4 9 1 7 / 0 4  
1 0 8 0 8 3 / 0 0  

A 2 2  192 / 9 9 1  
( 1  

/ 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t he  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
t F \ L E D i i  

Attorneys fo r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway '' Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 3 5 0  
P.O. Box 438 
East ?*," " Hanover, N e w  Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M, REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, 

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

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York i 

JUN 2 4  2011 
C~UNTY CLERK'S OFF 

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

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

--_.-... 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherr{Kle!zHeitler 

2383-260641 

(N0042173-1) 



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

4 

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

PHILIP J. SABELLA and LINDA 
SABELLA, 
Plaintiff, 

A.C. AND S. INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE Riley, 

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

INDEX NO.: 122193199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

c., 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 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: 

JUDITH HALSEY BROOKS, 
Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix far the Estate of RICHARD 
W. BROOKS 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
A.C. & S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) ET AL. 
Defendants. 

P - 
WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, 

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

INDEX NO.: 125074199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

:., 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 

h prejudice without costs. 

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

SO ORDERED: 



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

Index No.: 125761/99 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ADOLPH V. WEBER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 6 / 2  ,2011 
New Yorkt New York 

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

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1620111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
DUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

JANET W. FITZGERALD, as Executrix 
for the Estate of ADOLF V. WEBER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 125761/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-.p 

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 

ith prejudice without costs. 

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

ERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 '12) 227-7878 

G I  
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. Sherry Kl& Hdil 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

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

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ly3 ,2011 

Michele J. Milk~ernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

I ,  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Henry M. Nowak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. f‘ 1 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

d 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED,  

(NOO49460-I } 

1122-0079,14847 

’JUN 1 6 2Ot1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

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

i Indexd-0 
! 1 07 1 69/00; 1 1 1494/04 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et d., 
Defendants. [ 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$!I ,2011 

Matthew D. r, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

i 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-511SAN, 8235 

(N0049460-1) "JUN 1 6  2011' 



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

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

i Index<- 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

107 169/00; 1 1 1494/04 

Plaintiffs, 

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

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York a 201 1 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Henry M. Now& 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

2571-0582AN 

{NO042 173-1 ] 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, 3.) 

i I n d e x N w  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! 107 169 1 1 1494/04 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

Plaintiffs , 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et L I Z . ,  
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 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 
&+& ,2011 

$5 gr' - .I- 

&*-'%& .de I f  f? I ~ .--A- $3 . <>Rk - 
i *  

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Henry M. Nowak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-1 4257 

(N0049460-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 125766/99 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and'there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York p ,2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25884L ' 

(NO0421 73-1 ) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
i Index No.< 125768/99 > 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH AND HELEN / Tim9Y.00 
MAYDICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
1 

I without costs. i 

j U N  2 4 2011 Dated: New York, New York 
?/q ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3454 

2383-26054AM, 29564 

(N0042173-1) 



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: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH AND HELEN 
MAYDICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
f)! 4 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert Laurance Maydich and Helen Maydich 
W w z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 --I4 

324-5106AK 

(N0049460-1) 



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

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

1 I n d e x b J C E 3  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH AND HELEN j 
MAYDICH, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * 201 1 

mw 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco hc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 /? . New York, New York 10003 

Robert Laurance Maydich and Helen Maidich 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

2571-0605AM 

{NO042 173-1 } 

JUN 1 6  2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no oppos' * n hereto, 

ORDERED! tHat ' upon ' no b t 6  o e f e n d a n t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

&fendant FULTOq BOILEl?!&&S B&fnd the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

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

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

Index Na: 1 O4749/0O & 
:Em55 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOTCE, defendant Adience W 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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fllda BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. flkla Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience Ewa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adienoe, Inc. W a  BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

-ILL, O'BFtlEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience Ywa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as 
Inc. ma Adience, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 

g%js 2 4 m' Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
l__"______ll_____l_l_-------- - - - - - - - - I - - -  X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Jose A. Fernandez 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
c./zLLL_ tFIL 

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

TY CLERK'S OFF 
NEN YOHK 

SO ORDERED, 

~- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

7 

4621 3 15.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, 3.) 

[ Index No.: 1221 11/97 

FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT PYANOWSKI, j 
AND JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI AS EXECUTRIX , , , , o 5 / p Z >  

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc 

without costs. 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

j 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert Pyanowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 722-0583 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : Index No.: 1221 11/97 
JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT PYANOWSKI, j 
AND JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

1 0 3 0 0 * / 0 4 ~ ~  

: NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Courter & Corn s a m ~  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
+ . _  without costs. 4 

JUN 2 4 2011 Dated: New York. New York 

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

Estate of Robert Pyanowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K& Heitler 

1122-21367 

(N0043781-1} 



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

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

DUANE BROUGHTON, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 125798199 

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 '1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. She-n Heitler 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100552/00 

ROBERT E. BRANN, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: $16 ,2011 
New ork, New York 

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

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant Weil-McLain NEW YORK 

COUNN CLERK‘S OFFICE 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

n Heitler 
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: 

MARIE H. BRANN, as Individualy and 
as Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT 
E. BRANN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

VS. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, 

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

INDEX NO.: 100552/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

c., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

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

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

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

defend t, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 
6//$ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

700 Broadway, 6th F1. i 

New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 10279 I 

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



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100553/00 

THOMAS L. BALLING, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

De fendant s . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 6/6 ,2011 
New York, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBFU G v WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . e '  
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONE , LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THOMAS L. BALLING, JR., as 
Executrix for the Estate of THOMAS L. 
BALLING, and JO ANNE RADER 
BALLING, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 100553/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

s \ w\ ' \  

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

SO ORDERED: Hon. 1 Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUN 1620't 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
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IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

Our File No 
S-6268-00 

INDEX NO. 
100555/00 
ASSIGNED TO: 

RICHARD ~ A B I N E C Z ,  ESQ. 
Attorney for fendant 

WEITZ & LUXENFERG, P.c. ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Consolidated dison Company of New 
New York, NY 100035 

SO ORDERED: 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100555/00 

JOANN S. OLMSTEAD, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ROBERT V. OLMSTEAD, SR., 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

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

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

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York @ ,2011 

. 

Matthew b + d n p a r ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert V. Olmstead, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5281 

{ N0049460- I } JUN 1 6  2011 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100555/00 

JOANN S. OLMSTEAD, INDIVIDUALLY AND i 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ROBERT V. OLMSTEAD, SR., 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York F I L E D  5.L ,2011 

Carol M. Tempzta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert V. Olmstead, Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0042173-1) 

2571-0603 

JUN 1 6  2011 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANN S. OLMSTEAD, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ROBERT V. OLMSTEAD, SR,, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 100555/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New Yo k, New York &/; ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, lnc. 

I 

F I L E D  

(N0049460-I) 

JUN 2 4 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert V. Olmstead, Sr. 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-186 

JUN 1 5  2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANN S. OLMSTEAD, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ROBERT V. OLMSTEAD, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 100555/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert V. Olmstead, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ N0049460-1} 

1235-18 IO0 



v 

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

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

CHARLIE CAMPBELL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 101455/00 

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 

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 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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

SO ORDERED: 

rJUN 162011 



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

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

EVELYN J. SCHWARTZ, Individually 
and as proposed Executrix for the Estate 
of WESLEY A. SCHWARTZ, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, 

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

INDEX NO.: 101760/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

c., 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 

B Riley, Inc., be and the same th prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1 
(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 CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 101760/00 

WESLEY A. SCHWARTZ, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant 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 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs Defendant, Weil-McLain be and th 

to either party. F I L E D  ; 

SEGAL McCAMBWDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 



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

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

JOHN PALASZYNSKI and MAUREETi 
PALASZYNSKI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

_I_ - 
WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, 

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

INDEX NO.: 102468/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 
n 
b,, 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 

ith 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 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
YOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

THOMAS CRUGER and BARlBARA 
CRUGER, 
Plaintiff@), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 102783/00 

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 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 

--- "". 
SO ORDERED: 

1 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

'JUN 1 6  2011 



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

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

WILLIAM A. WAGNER and ALICE 
WAGNER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 103413/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendmcDB 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 

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



- 
I" * 

HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATrORNEYS A 1  LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWCK. NJ 

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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALICE JANE WAGNER, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of WILLIAM A. WAGNER, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 103413-00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

s\ t-o\\L DATED: New York, New York 

M~NIEA R. KOSTRZE 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, IAORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, L 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
William A. Wagner and Alice Wagner 

New York, NY 10003 

3 0  ORDERED: 



536.07194/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F JEI YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM D. BUXTON, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
~t al. , 

Defendants . 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry K l e i n  Weitler) 

Index No. : 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDG&ENT MOTION 
AND ORJ3ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

2ivil Practice Law and R u l e s  Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

)rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

; a m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. B o x  438 
East :  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

rttorneys for Plaintiff 
' 0 0  Broadway 
Jew York, New York 10003 

;O ORDERED, 
Honorable Skerry K l e i n  Heitler 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index 0.. 104449/0 

( 5 T T E i d  

FRANK CATALANO, 
Plaintiffls), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: b / h  ,2011 
New Yoik, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, I L E D ,  1 
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. jUN 2 2011 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

OUNTY CLERK’S O F R e  Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1105 

New York, NY 10022 NE,,,, YORK 

(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

JOETT CATANZARO, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN 
R. CATANZARO, and JOETT 
CATANZARO, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET ALL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 1 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 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: 

CARLO BRISCOLI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, : 

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

INDEX NO.: 104483100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

c., 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 

sd&,ndant, QB Riley, Inc., be and the same without costs. 

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

233 Broadway 

/713'\ 337-7Q711 \ + 



i f 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JOSE A. FERNANDEZ I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index N o : f l ’ I 6  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adiencc fkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. Wa Adience, Inc. Elkla 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 fWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. Wa Adience, Inc. 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 Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. W a  

Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

JUN 16  2011 

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

MARI&XdILL, O’BIUEN 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc., 

Inc. Eck/a Adience, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 

improperly named as 

File No.: 473.86609 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- l r - - - - _ _ - - - - - - l l e - 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

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

Index < G  

Jose A. Fernandez 

- 1 c 

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 I L E D  
JUY 2 y d a  

NTY CL.ERK'7 OFFI(:~ 
NkW Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

46213 15.1 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 125779199 6=& 
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 

efendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTOQ BOJLEd&l&3 B&#nd the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

81LEK WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

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

" 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-Ele>Ter 



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. 

W m 4 k *  Gcf& Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

By: 
Ks W' .- 
6 

SarnueTGoldblatt,)?sq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. H~ @ 

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

NIXON PEABODY LLPG ou HE 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 16 2011 

13419916 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JOUNTY OF NEW YORK - 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FtELATES TO: 

NATHAN GLOWATZ, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 104983/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED: 



HOAOLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 

AT'rTMIhlEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATWSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWYBRUNWW, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
WTf 202 
HAMMOhlTON, UJ 

WUKAS, LLP 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ANN SHAW, as Executrix for the Estate of NATHAN 
GLOWATZ 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PFLODUCTS CO., ET AL 

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

INDEX NO.: 00-104983 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New York, New York 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
lttorneys for Defendant, 
(0 h I e r Co . 
1.0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ g, LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Ann Shaw, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Nathan Glowatz 
700 Broadway 

BU-SLIDE-8 



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

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

DANIEL SCHIANO and ROSEMARY 
SCHIANO, 
Plain tiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

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

INDEX NO.: 105249/00 

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 

prejudice without costs. 

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

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

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

SO ORDERED: k 



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. - 

--b-i 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Zd Street 
New York, New Yark 10017 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335,00001 
/.e. 

SO ORDERED, 

462 I 734.1 JUN i 6 2011 



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

.. .. .. 3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEWFORE, 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. 

F I L E D  
JUN 24 2011 

&I 
d TY CLERKS OFFICE 

EWYORK 1' 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKQWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42hd Street 
New Ywk, New York 10017 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY I0003 

46216343 JUN 16 2011 



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

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

EDWARD J. FERGUSON and JEAN 
FERGUSON, 
Plain tiff( s), 

A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dl3 Riley, 

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

INDEX NO.: 105774/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 
I 

c., 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 

with prejudice without costs. 

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

ERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



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

John Keptner 

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. Ne Ed L E D 
x / - -  JUN 2 4 2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JW 16 2011 

462 1503.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42”’ Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 



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

Index No: 1070O3/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. W a  Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, hereby request s- judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience E/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. M a  Adience, Inc. &/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 ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refiactories, 

Inc. W a  Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

WEIT2 8;: LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY. P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premidr 
Refractories, Inc, W a  
BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.85797 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 1494104 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

f l m l j !  5 7 66/99 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
y 3  ,2011 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Henry M. Nowak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-0079,14847 

?IUN 1 6  2Ot1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE i Index N- 149404 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 6// ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Henry M. Nowak 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

(N0049460-1} 



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

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

j I n d e x N o m  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

1 07 1 69/ 1 1494/04 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Henry M. Now& 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

2571-0582AN 

IN0042 173-1 1 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Henry M. Nowak 
W ~ t ’ r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-14257 

(N0049460-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH AND HELEN 
MAYDICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

454-7849,11178 

{ N0049460- I 1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH AND HELEN 
MAYDICH, 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 1 I ?  F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York : JUN 2 4 2011 

Robert Laurance Maydich and Helen Maydich 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26054AM, 29564 

{ NO0421 73-1 } 



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

* NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlerj 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN : Part 3o 
MAYDICH, 

Plaintiff(s j, : Index No.: 107299-00 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY -against- 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2  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: 7 \3 I\ I\, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & L U X E N B E R G ~ C .  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York,NY 10022 

--" 12 -12)-53+6-3900 

h u ~  16 2 0 ~ ~ ~  SO O R D E E D ,  I- 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1.i 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107801/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

Antoinette A. Stine NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFtDER 

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, 

I t E D 

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

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

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4570980.1 



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

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

1 Index No.: 1 0 9 8 0 9 6 K O i i )  
12 1 982/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY7 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

)L"'"'"i: j( ( &./ /I (1 ,,h *I 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F / J  7 ,2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-5082AT, 6867 

(N0049460-1} 



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

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

i Index No.: 109809/(6- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

12 1982/99 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Louis A. Lipa, Sr. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JUN 2 ' 

(212) 509-3456 

{NO042 173-1 ) 

2571-0593AT 

JUN 1 6  2011 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

/ Index No.: 109809/ 
12 1982/9 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 / 5 9  ,2011 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-6459 

{ N0049460-1} 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, 3. )  

i Index No.; 1 0 9 8 0 9 / 0 6 0 ~ >  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

12 1982/99 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5;/”9 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Louis A. Lipa Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

JUN 2 4 2011 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

CLERKS OFF‘= (2 12) 509-3456 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25659,26037AT 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i I n d e x ( 6 % 6 3  
MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, j 
AND MILDRED M, REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, / 

2/99; 10491 7/04 

I 1235-21817 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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 1 

r 2011 JUN 2 4 2011 
COUNTY CLERKS OF 

6/a  

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ N0049460-1} 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 122 

FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, j 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX &aD/’Wsl7/04 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

m e  are hereby dismissed with defendant, Safeguard Industrial 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JUN 2 4 2011 
?/hI ,2011 

I COUNTY CLERKS OF 
! ’ c------ 

\ / /  \ 

Matthew b. SAdar,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Walter 1.3. Reeves 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

32440421,7903 

{ NOO49460-1 } 

Julv 1 6 2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, j 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, \ 

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

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

\ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22300 

(N0049460-1} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
[ IndexNo.: 1 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, i 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
LJ ,2011 

Carol M. Ttknpesta, hsq. 
Attorney for Defendant 1-. 

F I L E D  j,, 
, $””’%?+$/$) k 

JUN 2 4 2011 

NEW YQMtomey for Plaintiffs 

L-~ k’ A 4><., i cf 

-LERKS OFFICE 
A 

Oakfabco Inc. 

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

Estate of Walter H. Reeves 

700 Broadway 
New York, Nay York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleA Heitler 

2571-06071 



536,11991/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document r e l a t e s  to: 

WALTER H. REEVES, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable -,,erry Llein S i t l e r )  

Index No. : 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al, , 

Defendants. 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice t o  all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t he  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
\ 

FIdEIDi: 

GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway '' Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 



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 H. REEVES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 3.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Refractories, Inc. 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. Wa Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. W a  

Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, be and the same are hereby dismis,sed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attarneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

, O'NEIZL, O'BRIEN 
dk COURTNEY? P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience VWa BMX, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/wa Adience, Inc. W a  B 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 F\:co 
File No.: 473,863 12 
(914) 345-7301 

> &@ 

@fl NE. 

1 4  2Q'' 
SO ORDERED, cLE;(& @ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
f d '  



4 

TMc :CC(jpk) 
5/41 1 1 

' Our File No 
S-4597-00 

~ ~ l ~ 0 4 9 l i i O l  

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WALTER REEVES 

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

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

f 
SO ORDERED: 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, ! 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, i 

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

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., etul., 
Defendants. j 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs, 

4 

h 
JUN 2 4  2011 

j- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patters& Pump co .  

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

Estate of Walter H. Reeves 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 
_.* . 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-5680 

(N0049460-1) 
JUN 1 6  20111 



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 S. FERRANTI I.A.S. P a m  

Index N 108353/00 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

W€€EREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

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

plaintif€'s complaint against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. W a  Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. W a  

Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. < 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMT, Inc,, 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. W a  Adience, Inc. uk/a BMIv 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

FiIeNo.: 473.86611 F I L E D 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 

(914) 345-7301 

., 
JUN 2 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
'(EQ3UNTY CLERFS- OFFICE 

NEW 1'C)HK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - _ - _ 1 _ - _ - _ _ - - - ” - _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ 1 _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

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

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

Index NFgt This Document Relates To: 

Richard M. Ferranti Sr. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - _ - _ - _ - _ _ - - _ - “ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ c _ 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 ork, ew York F I L E D  *, JUN 2 4  2011 

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1469.1 JuN 162t)ji 



536.09718/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry Klein Hei 
This document relates to: 

DANIEL RUGGIERO, Deceased, : Index No.: 6 G J  
115821/00 

Plaintiff, 

ler) 

vs . 
: (March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMF,NT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withaufc&L 

GARRITY, GUHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 

United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 

.,.Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1,AS. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAULA RUGEIERO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DANIEL 
RUGGIERO, 

i 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C&, be & t E n a r e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 2 4  2011 without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Daniel Ruggiero 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-1} 

2383-29083 

JUN 1 6  2011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ROMANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF GIN0 
ROMANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidati F C d p . f k  EthLe are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN i 4  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gino Romano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
2383-2908C 

N0040478-1 JUN II 6 2011 



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

j T.A.S. Part 30 

i Index No.: 115836/00 Q 10838 

j (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS 1,ITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ROMANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF GIN0 
ROMANO, i NO OPPOSITION 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. F I L E  

M c G r w Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
4543530 

N0040478-I 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ROMANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF GIN0 
ROMANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 115836/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. F I L E D  

CE &7 ,# 

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

A 3 t tomey  for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gin0 Romano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 - .  

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

- .  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleingeitler 2082-8732 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ROMANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF GIN0 
ROMANO, i NO OPPOSITION 

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

\ Index No.: 115836/ 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

NTY CLERK'S 0FF-k 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York I 0003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-20082 

N0040478-1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAULA RUGGIERO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DANIEL 
RUGGIERO, 

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

i Index No.: 108386/00 

j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs. 

JUN 2 4  2011 
Dated: New Y rk, New York Lf i  ,2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIS \ NEWYO - 
'\ Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment CO. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Daniel Ruggiero 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-5095F 

(N0049460-1) 

JUN 162011 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 108551/00 

~ 

MILTON STROBER, 
Plaintiqs), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

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

Practice Law and Rules Section 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: L / l  ,2011 
New York, New York 

A 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONJM, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
0 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  ZOHr 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108551/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__-______ l____ l______r r___________ l______  X 

This Document Relates To: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

457098 1.1 JUN 1 6  2011 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM T.WEIE2, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 108553/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

MCLAN') hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
ANew York. NY 10022 

"+I (212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e m e i n  Heitler 



, 1 I 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
l-____l_______r__l____l__l___l__l_______- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Arthur L. Taylor 

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

Index No: 108905/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

4 
Dated: New York, New Yc 

“*“Fl?mu 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I -  -., ’ EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  20111 
4570996.1 



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

In Re: NEW YORJC CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 109052/00 

ANTHONY NASCA, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

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

MCLAN’) 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, 

i 

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the 

to either party. 

with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: d 2  ,2011 JUN 2 4  2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 fi 2011 



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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 NTLTSEY’S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD W. MITCHELL, 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-109249 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

’, “Ib 

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

- 
MICHAEL FANELLI, ESQ. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 

F I L E D  1 Richard W. Mitchell 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LL 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO BOX dw 2 4 2011 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, LLP 
3 Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 

. 700 Broadway 
Nkw York, NY 10003 

4 COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE - 
SO ORDERED: -* -A  

NEW YORK 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUN 16 2011 



CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 



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

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

i Index N@r$17855/00 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LAFAYETTE D. 
YOUNG, SR., : NO OPPOSITION 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. JUN 2 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lafayette D. Y 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-0599W 

NOM0474- 1 

‘JUN 1 6  2011 

JJuMkMmtoll 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR,, AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LAFAYETTE D. 

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

i Index N p p  17855/00 

YOUNG, SR., [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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 
L//? ' ,2011 

Carol M. TernpeGa, Esq! 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lafayette D. Young, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0040478-1 
LTUN 162011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LAFAYETTE D. 
YOUNG, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

P 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-273OW 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LAFAYETTE D. 
YOUNG, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., N C . ,  et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Kerryankad&d 4. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lafayette D. Young, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F I L E D  

JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 454-991 5 

N0040478- 1 



----- - , " ... 

I 
7- 

' 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LAFAYETTE D. 
YOUNG, SK., 

Plaintiffs, 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

d 

Michele J. M%tlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Lafayette D. Young, Sr, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 
JUN 2 4 20" 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-19muNn CLERKS 0~~"' 

NEW YORK 

JUN 1 6 2011 
N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index N 0 .. 110180/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE TROESTER AND RITA TROESTER, ! 1 17866/00 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  ~ 

Dated: New York, New York p ,2011 JUN 2 4  2011 

, ~ U N T Y C E F M ; O F F  

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

George Troester and Rita Troesta 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 New Yo& New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-05991 

IN0042 173-1 ) 

'JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
MICHAEL J. SUSINO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 LhE-%$? 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fk/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 BMJ, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, hnc. flwa 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 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., @g 

(212) 558-5500 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

n File No.: 473,88154 



'TMc : CCCjpk) 
4/28/11 

Our File No 
S-8274-00 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL SUSINO 

~ ? ! % ~ ~ d ~ ~ $  
ASSIGNED T 
HON. SHERRY KLEN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. . 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

of New 

4 Irving Plac 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

JUN 2 4 2011 

SO ORDERED: COUNTY CLERK'S OFnm 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A,S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 10 180/00 
/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE TROESTER AND RITA TROESTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 
j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 
I ~ 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  f prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George Troester and Rita Troester 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-1) 

324-50721 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 1.) 

j Index No.: 1 101 80/00 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE TROESTER AND RITA TROESTER, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  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 C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
si 

F I L E D :  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George Troester and Rita Troester 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

2383-27301 

{ N0049460- 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 
CHARLES A. LASS 

Index No: 
111222/01 & 11584Y01 & 

1 17033/00 

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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 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/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fllda Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill Rwer Road 

Elmsford, (914) 345-7301 New York 105 $ l L E Q  
JUN 2 4 20'' File No.: 473.86621 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 



536.15335/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherr; 
This document relates to: 

K1 in Heitl 

L . C .  RICHARD, SR., Deceased, : Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

V S .  

: (March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED COhVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no oppositio'n thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

irossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t h o q c i s k  E D 
JUN 2 4 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 1000 United Conveyor Corporation 

72  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
E a s t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDEmD,  
Honorable ShGrry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

L.C. RICHARDS, SR, AND MARY BELL 
RICHARDS, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industria same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

5." 
JUN 24 2011 I 

,20 1 1 mUNTY CLERKS 0 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
L.C. Richards, Sr. and Mary Bell Richard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLuGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

". X_._ -,- 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5073AM 

{N0049460-1} 

JUN 16.2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 17873/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 10 182/00 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. SCHWARTZ AND DOROTHY A. ! 
SCHWARTZ, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati 

without costs. 

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond J. Schwartz and Dorothy A. Schwartz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-288lAS 

N0040478- 1 

JUN 1 UOllj 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COINTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index <e 
DANA RAYMOND KESTER, EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES G. BERRY, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
la/ J ,201 1 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 JUN 2 4 2011 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KIe& Heitler 

I 

I 

i 

i 

i 

2383-28851 

(N0049460-1] 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANA RAYMOND KESTER, EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES G. BERRY, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC.,  et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the I 
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6 / 3  ,2011 

- 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

s -  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James Gardner Berry 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 I JUN 2 

(212) 509-3456 -7"- (2 1 2) 55 8-5 500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2S71-09991 

{N0042173-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I LAS.  Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 10 183/00 

DANA RAYMOND KESTER, EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES G, BERRY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 6// ,2011 

r, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James Gardner Berry 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

d k k  
JUN 2 4 2011 

324-5075] 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1101 83/00 

DANA RAYMOND KESTER, EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES CY. BERRY, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSIITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 
61)  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwel I Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James Gardner Be 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I 0003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

1235-04801 

{ N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEANETTE SIKKAS, Individually, and 
as Executrix for the Estate of BERNARD 
SIKKAS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A,C. dk S. INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 110522/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

:., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled i 
! 

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 

iley, Inc., be and the same 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 55s-5500 

th prejudice without costs. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM P. ALLOCA, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 110564/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, NC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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: 6/C ,2011 
New York, New York 

GAL McCAMBRIDG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RONALD E. RING, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 1 10960/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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 s 

to either party. 

prejudice and without costs 

i 
1 

Dated: L p  ,2011 
New Yor , New York COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SQ ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - - 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE M. 
SCERE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHEFLFtY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 111114/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND i 
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 

ith prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: ... 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlel 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD 0. HENENBERG, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1 1 1502/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

I WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (‘VEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED. that won notice to all co-defendants. all claims and cross claims against - 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be4 and t h w  a&& n i s s i d  with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
JUN 24 2011 4 

Dated: A? 201 ’COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
New York, New York NEWYORK 

,h -w * r t  

-0% 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,CJ’ sum MCCA-DGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

. New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  20H 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Richard M. Ferranti Sr. 

, -  e 

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. 

JUN 2 4  2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. OS33S.00001 

JUN 1 6 #tji 462 1469.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
RICHARD S. FERRANTI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1083 0 245710 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fWa Adience, Inc. fWa 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 Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. W a  Adience, Inc. fMa BNI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OIIDEED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

6- A* 't. --* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Xnc. ykla Adience, Xnc. Vwa BMI. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 

(914) 345-7301 
, FiIeNo.: 473.86611 F I L E D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RUDOLPH F. MIGLIORE, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

AC and S ,  INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 112458/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 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 t 

to either party. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

'm 2 4  2011 
*i 

Dated: d/z ,2011 
New York, New YO'' W ~ N T Y   CLERK^ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

Jenn er L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  20111 



5 3 6 . 1 5 8 5 6 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

: (Honorable Sherry Kle in  Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JAMES BALDWIN, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOFUiTION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without ts.4tst E D 
c 1 

rJEITZ & LUXENBERG 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defeqd'a?k. 
Qew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Coreorztion 

Zttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN , t -?j\;S 0mCE 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

L L Q Y . ~ . ~ ,  New Jersey 07936 

50 ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES BALDWIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFOm, 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 

, F \ @  
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne;,rck, New, 

i : JUN 2 4 20'' 
s OFF\@ 
Rlc 

L e  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

- 

JLN1 €I 2011 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 125 17/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES BALDWIN AND HELEN A. BALDWIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

R 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Baldwin and Helen A. 
WErTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 JUN 2 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

(2 12) 509-3456 
C,~~P CLERK’S OFFICE 

324-8723 

{N0049460-1) 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Tn Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 113196/00 

PATRICK C. VANCHIERI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
. I ,  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. S ~ A L  MCCAMBRIDW 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 .~ 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF m W  YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RAlMoNDo PICINIC, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 113778/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC,, hereinafier (“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 

to either party. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 114167/00 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM V. STEVENSON, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: G / 2 ,2011 
New York, New York 

lene N. Megerian, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, %GALMeCAMBRIDd c \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

FP\CG 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTDn 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 

New York. NY 10022 

&@ O 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 GOU N Y  yofiK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES L. SPENCE, 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 114778/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: G /2 ,2011 
New Yoik, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . ,  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100coUNfiNER( ~ 0 f i K  I 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD, 

New York, NY 10022 
500 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1620111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l_________"l"_r_____l----------rl------l- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 14808/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " l _ _ - _ l l l _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - l l r - - - l l - - - - - ~ - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Angelo Testa NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORaER 

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. 

UNm NEWYORK CLERK'S OWCE Q+ I &fig 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6 2011 
4570998.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

- 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
! Index No.: 1 15220/00 

LINDA DUPRAW, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! 
ESTATE OF GERALD H. RABIDEAU, SR. AND i 
LUCRETIA RABIDEAU, 

t NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., b F an d h u r e m b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUhl 2 4  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gerald H. Rabideau, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2985 

I {N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 1 15220/00 

LINDA DUPRAW, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! 
ESTATE OF GERALD H. RABIDEAU, SR. AND i 
LUCRETIA RABIDEAU, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corp 

without costs. 
pp S t h r r l  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JlN 24 2011 

mQ)lJNTY CLERKS 0 
NEW YORK 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gerald H. Rabideau, Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Hon. Sherry Klein fleitler 

1235-3132 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COT JNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 15220/00 

LINDA DUPRAW, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE j 
ESTATE OF GERALD H. RABIDEAU, SR. AND j 
LUCRETIA RABIDEAU, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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, I be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, F I L E D  1 i 
i 

Dated: New York, New York 'UN 2 4  2011 
A,2o11 C m N  

~~4~~ w 
Michele J. Mittiernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gerald H. Rabideau, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, . 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

11223608 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI, 

i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

“against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC, et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2011 

I 
Carohh Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Donald J. Zoyhofski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-596 

{N0042173-1} 



X: /<~+w4544Me~a~urch  2011 

SO ORDERED, -.* I"* " . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 106242/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

O M S  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 FULTOfiOk and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 2 4  2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

ILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL JENNINGS AND LILLIE M. JENNINGS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: lOJL&IfM, 
&15696/OJd 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be i d  the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

.--$--*vv- 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. \A 
.-FA 

‘1 xm -.+ a* 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Paul Jennings and Lillie M. Jennings 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0601 

(NO042 173-1 } 



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 
/ (Heitler. J.) 

I ,  

86/00\ j IndexNo.383 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAULA RUGGIERO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DANIEL 
RUGGIERO, 

( 115821/09 
j 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests surnmtp 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating &., [e  kd t E D a r e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 2 4  2011 
without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs h 

Estate of Daniel Ruggiero 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 h 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2908F 

(N0049460-1) 



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: 
j Index No.: 1 1582 1/00 

PAULA RUGGIERO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS j 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DANIEL j 
RUGGIERO, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Daniel Ruggiero 
WEWZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-20637 

{N0049460-1} 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 115821/00 

PAULA RUGGIERO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DANIEL 
RUGGIERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6 / /  ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & ~ L U G E R ,  P.C. t 
80 Broad 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-3795 

{N0049460-1) 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAULA RUGGIERO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DANIEL 
RUGGIERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 15821/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New Yor , New York JUN 24 2011 
i 

NEW YORK 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwel I Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Daniel Ruggiero 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-20130 



536.09718/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JEI 3 R K  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

DANIEL RUGGIERO, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al, , 

Defendants . 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Z i v i l  Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Zoomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

zrossclairns against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be an 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withouFc&& 

& FLINN 

United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
-Eas t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K l e i n  Heitler 



*., SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ROMANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF GIN0 
ROMANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
LI. 

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 

F I L E D  costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2014UN 2 4 2011 

Y CLERKS OFFICE 
Nicole Wessleman, Qg. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Gino Romano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

. .* 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein-eitler 2082-8732 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS JJTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ROMANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF GIN0 
ROMANO, i NO OPPOSITION 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 

I Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E  

CLERKS OPF 

*c. .,*. KerryagCo& 9. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gin0 Romano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-3530 

N0040478-1 

JUN 16 2011 



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: 

MARY ROMANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF GIN0 
ROMANO, i NO OPPOSITION 

j 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati f C d p . L  E t h n m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN Icr 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gino Romano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-2908C 

N0040478- I JUN 16 tOl1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ROMANO, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF GIN0 
ROMANO, i NO OPPOSITION 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N ~ ~ & 0 8 3 8 6 / 0 0  
i 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, lnc., hereby reqi ests summaq 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. i k  ; ; F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gino Romano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-20082 

N0040478- 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLYN WHYNO, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J+) 

j Index No.: 1 16263/00 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Tm b ,2011 
I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carolyn W hyno 

700 Broadway 
New York, NAYork 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2976 

(N0049460-1] 
JUN 24 2011 

F ' COUNTV CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK -- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ l l - _ _ _ _ _ l r l c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No: 1 16846100 

Ewald C. Lawrence 

c -  e 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * - - - - - - . . - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTQN 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 

E Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4621509.1 



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 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 16847/00 

ANNE MILLINGTON, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. 
MILLINGTON, AND ANNE MILLINGTON, 
INDIVIDUALLY, j NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Leland W. Millington 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

{N0049460-1} 

2383-3071 

JUN-16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Pleitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 16847/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNE MILLINGTON, AS ADMINISTRATRIX / 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. 
MILLINGTON, AND ANNE MILLINGTON, 
INDIVIDUALLY, ! NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs \9 *,* f Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Leland W. Millington 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 - "I 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Kleinweitler 

(N0049460-1} 

324-8744 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 16847/00 
ANNE MILLINGTON, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. 
MILLINGTON, AND ANNE MILLINGTON, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., NC., et al., 
Defendants. 1 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Leland W. Millington 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0597 

{N0042173-1) 

'JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNE MILLTNGTON, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. 
MILLINGTON, AND ANNE MILLINGTON, 
INDIVIDUAL,LY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 16847/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
$2 ,2011 

E D  ';,,"'4 r 

Michele J. Midikrnan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Leland W. Millington 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

* .  
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein'lHeitler 1122-1411 

(N0049460-1) 



, SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ANNE MILLINGTON, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LELAND W. 
MILLINGTON, AND ANNE MILLINGTON, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

Index No.: 1 16847/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
G, / /  201 1 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003) 

> * p -  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-924 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Dacument Relates to: NYCAL 
CHARLES A. LASS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 110181/00 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as F+emkr 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, bc. ,  improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a B M ,  with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agsiinst 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMt, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PIaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 105 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ - - - - - - - " _ _ _ _ c - I _ I - _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Jack L. Frasieur 

- - - - I - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1738 1/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - * - - - - * * - c - - - - - -  ! 
4. 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. 

F I L E D  
JUN 24 2011 

Frank M. Ohiz, Esq. 

NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1477.1 
JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANA RAYMOND KESTER, EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES G. BERRY, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

j Index No.: 1 1742 1 /00 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 6f, ,2011 

-c- 
iw 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James Gardner Berry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 1 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 F I L E D  (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, JUN 2 \ 2011 

CG'JidTY CLERKS OFFICE 
454-6646 NEW YORK 

JUN 1 6  2011 
(N0049460-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANA RAYMOND KESTER, EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES G. BERRY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
cp/  1 ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & K L U ~ E R ,  P?. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway JUN 2 4 2011 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
COUNTY CLCnnu I ,en /' (212)558-5500 h i C \ A f  VnRK (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle& Heitler 

2383-28851 

(N0049460-1} 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANA RAYMOND KESTER, EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES G. BERRY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 6/3 2011 

-I-& 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James Gardner Berry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 3 4 IO\\ )UN 'I* 

(212) 509-3456 *- ~ (212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-09991 

{NO042 173-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LAFAYETTE D. 
YOUNG, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 101 80/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case;pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lafayette D. Young, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway F I L E D  
JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-9915 

N0040478-1 JklN 1 ti 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO'RK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 101 80/00, 

LAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LAFAYETTE D. 
YOUNG, SR., ! NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., XNC., et al,, 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquid ting C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

kttorney for fendant Attorney for Plaintiffs KS OFWE P Estate of Lafayette D. Young, S y c m  
l i O U y @ J  YOBK 

Tishman Liq idating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
m3-2naw 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 101 80/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LAFAYETTE D. 
YOUNG, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212; dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Lafayette D. Young, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

(212) 509-3456 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 110180/ 

LAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LAFAYETTE D. 
YOUNG, SR., i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary ji 3gment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Rob>? Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
M C G M Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. JJN 2 4 20’’ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 CLERKS 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 GOUN NEW .roRK 
SO ORDEED,  

2571-0599W 

N0040474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAYETTE D. YOUNG, JR., AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LAFAYETTE D. 
YOUNG, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

j NYCAL 
~ I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 101 80/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Lafayette D. Young, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

1 1 2 2 - 1 9 ~ U N ~  
NEW yo*K 

JUN f 6 2011 
N0040478-1 



' \  

\ '  

TMc:CC(jpk) 
412811 1 

Our File No 
S-8274-00 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL SUSINO 

I ! NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

___________________---------------------"""-.-"--~-.--..-----"------------ I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

New York, NY 10003-3598 
JUN 2 4 2011 

so ORDERED: COUNTY CLERK'S O F R E  
NEW YORK 



536.15528/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

MICHAEL J. SUSINO, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 

Sherry Klein Heitler) (Honorable 

Index No. : 

(November 

117863/00 

011 FIFO Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law a n d  Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

FT'L E D same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

DATED: ~~~~ .- 

East Hanover, New Jersey JUN 2 4 2011 

Z & LUXENBERG RPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.0. Box 4 3 8  

-.-East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME? COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
MICHAEL J. SUSINO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fk/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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a 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/Wa 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. - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

w, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., gw 
improperly named as Premier 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No. : 473,88 154 

' 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE TROESTER AND RITA TROESTER, / 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., mC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  + '  

Dated: New York, New York 
$12 ,2011 JUN 24 2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George Troester and Rita Troester 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-05991 

{N0042173-1} 

'JUN 1 6  2OIt 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index 82/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. SCHWARTZ AND DOROTHY A. ; 
SCHWARTZ, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati g F  d t same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. P:W,Lk T 4  D ~ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond J. Schwa- and Dorothy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-2887AS 

NO040478- 1 

JUN 1620111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 117885/00 

L.C. RICHARDS, SR. AND MARY BELL 
RICHARDS, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump C dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. She 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-8398 

(N0049460-1) 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

L.C. RICHARDS, SR. AND MARY BELL 
RICHARDS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all'co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

and hq same are hereby dismissed with Prrt.&$ 1 defendant, Safeguard Industria 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

i 
JUN 24 2011 I 

,201 1 COUNTY CLERKS 0 +- .. NEW YORK 

1 I )'/y-- 
M a d e w  D. Qampar, Esq. 
Attorney $ I  Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
L.C. Richards, Sr. and Mary Bell Richa 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
-*-..-,+*--"~- - - " 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5073AM 

(N0049460-1] 

u FUN 16 2011 



536.15335/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable S,,erry Klein 
This document relates to: 

L . C .  RICHARD, SR., Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
IJNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

Iei tler) 

Index No. : 
110182/00 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t h o q c k k  E D 
DATED: O " & / J  
East Hanover, ew Je sey 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

1 Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOIUS COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexN .. 119159/0 119376/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRIDGET JONES, ADMINISTRATRIX FOR ! 
THE ESTATE OF CHARLES E, WILLIAMS, 

0 
; NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

i Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman LiquidatinRoJ., & a s h e &  ye hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 2 4  2011 
c 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles E. Williams 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-4283 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



i SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

! 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRIDGET JONES, ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF CHARLES E. WILLIAMS, 

P 1 ai n ti ffs , 
: NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co,,  with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., 

costs. 

Dated: New Y 

reby dismissed with prejudice and without 

JUN 2 4 2011 

NTY CLERKS OF 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles E. Williams 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

454-6905 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN PARDES AND EVELYN PARDES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., NC.,  et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  
JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
Nf3V YORK 

A -  

Carol M. Ternp&ta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Martin Pardes and Evelyn Pardes 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES, : I.A.S. Part 30 

X ------_.-_------"_--_1____1_______11____--*.---"------------.---. 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: Index NO.: 119373-00 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. & S., MC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

: ORDER 
Defendants. 

X _----1"--.----------_rr_lll_l____l___l__"--------------*--------- 

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 CRAM CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 119373/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN PARDES AND EVELYN PARDES, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up0 all claims and cross claims against 

same are hereby dismissed with defendant, Safeguard 
JUN 24 2011 i 

prejudice and without costs. 
1 

COUNTY CLEQKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

/------ - - 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Pardes and Evelyn Pardes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
M C G l W V  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5792AD 

(N0049460-I 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 19373/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN PARDES AND EVELYN PARDES, 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

! MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E - 

JUN 2 4  2811 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Pardes and Evelyn Pardes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1235- 14963 

{N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 119373/00 

MARTIN PARDES AND EVELYN PARDES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S . ,  INC., et al,, 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2011 'UN 2 4  2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Pardes and Evelyn Pardes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-15574 

{N0049460-1} 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i I n d e x g a  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN PARDES AND EVELYN PARDES, 106 190/0 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., j MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C rp., !e b t k D a r e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 2 4  2011 
F 
* CoUNrV CLERKS OFF ICE Dated: New York, New York i: 

-A .. 
NEW YORK 6/3 , 2 0 1 1 L -  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Pardes and Evelyn Pardes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 o b /  (212) 558-5500 

e 
SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10003 
, 

~ 

I Y. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-22463AD 

{ N0042173-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 119375/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NATHAN JACK FILBERT WOODWORTH 
AND FLORA WOODWORTH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporati are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yorb 
JUN 2 4  2011 

</2z 7 20 '1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFF1 ). 4.r NEWYOR 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Nathan J.F. Woodworth and Flora Woodworth 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-17516 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NATHAN JACK FILBERT WOODWORTH 
AND FLORA WOODWORTH, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 19375/00 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JUN 24 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Nathan Jack Filbert Woodworth and Flora 
Woodworth 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEW & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3454 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22464G 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NATHAN JACK FILBERT WOODWORTH 
AND FLORA WOODWORTH, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 119375/00 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Nathan J.F. Woodworth and Flora Woodworth 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-18070 

{N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S.Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
; I Index N & s 0 7 7 ’ 7 4 / 0 1  

NANCY L. W A N T ,  AS ADMINISTRATIX FOR I 

THE ESTATE OF EDWARD E. W A N T ,  
INDIVIDUALLY, I 

Plaintiff(s), I 

I 
1 
I 

I 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., b dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
JUN i r  2011 

Dated: New York, New Yor COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
,201 1 NEWYORK 

Nicole Wesselman, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Estate of Edward E. Wyant, Sr. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-8743 

JUN 162011 
{NO05 1497-1 ] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD WYANT SR. AND NANCY WYANT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Wyant Sr. and Nancy Wyant 
WEIT;! & LUXENBERG, P.C. F \ L t D  

Xork, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

‘hs 16 2011 

N0040478-I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
~ 

I 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD WYANT SR. AND NANCY WYANT, i 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

Edward Wyant Sr. and Nanc 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 10003 JJN 2 4 2811 

SO ORDERED, NEW .IoRK 

(212) 509-3456 
c o u N ~  CL€RKS OFFICE 

2383-22464K 

I :  . '  .', ' f l  162011 
N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD WYANT SR. AND NANCY WYANT, j 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

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 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 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Wyant Sr. and T&cy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

*.+'" New York, New York 10i03 ': JuN 'I 4 z''' 
(212) 558-5500 \/:s o m e  

*<-- (212) 509-3456 
cour-rr GLER SO ORDERED, NEW YQHK 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1235-17522 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD E. WYANT, SR. 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 wit 
c \ LE '0 A>i )'i 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
T \ ( i  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

SO ORDERED, *= Hon. Sherry lein eitler 
JUN 162011 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ’ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRIDGET JONES, ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF CHARLES E. WILLIAMS7 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants 

I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 1 191 59/0 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

without costs. JUN 2 4  2011 
c 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles E. Williams 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

so ORDEED,  
2383-4283 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BRIDGET JONES, ADMINISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF CHARLES E. WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1191 59/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., reby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUN 2 4  2011 

K e 6  Co d&s. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles E. Williams 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 ’ 

SO ORDERED, 
4546905 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR., AND KATHY 

ESTATE OF DONALD WINTERS AND 
THELMA WINTERS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J,) 

i Index N @ G g 7  187/0 1 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

COGAR, AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be E t l e  Le& @by Pismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. ' l J N  24 2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

5/30 ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-17171 

N0040478- 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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER AND DOROTHY 
WALKER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

- (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, p & j t o h v i E a c Q  La; and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishg&+@idfBW Corp., with prejudice in this action, 
i 

and there being no opposition thereto, W U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

ORDERED, that upon notiCPWall co -de fendaQt$ ,mms  and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati #%c&.L E t h L e  'ire hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 24 2011 
1 

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clifford A. Walker and Dorothy Walker 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ew.York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22457G 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
com-ry OF NEW YORK 

/ NYCAL 
j I .AS.  Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N o ~ ~ 0 ~ 7 0 2 0 1 1 0  I 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER AND DOROTHY 
WALKER, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary udgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

all claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. JUN 2 4 2011 

NPV’ CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Kerryann 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clifford A. Walker and Dorothy Walker 
WEITZ& LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-931 5 

N0040478-1 

tII1N 16,2011’ 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER AND DOROTHY 
WALKER, 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

I Index {:-3020 1 /O 1 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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. 

I L E D 
JUN 2 4  2011 

R6bet-t Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. -- NEW ,-rd A, Walker and 

L 

a"'n CLERK'S OFF'C&orney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIWY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-0574G 

Dorothy 

N0040474- I 
JUN I 6 mw 



* .  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: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR., AND KATHY 
COGAR, AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DONALD WINTERS AND 
THELMA WINTERS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co d t h  prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all ccs(Q&&k@l~ll claims and cross claims against 

4 ,  

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., -%- with prejudice and 
NEWY 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Winters and Thelma Winters 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2)  509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22457AW 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR., AND KATHY 

ESTATE OF DONALD WINTERS AND 
THELMA WINTERS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index- 107187/01 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

COGAR, AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., reby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Winters and Thelma Winters 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-8121 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR., AND KATHY 
COGAR, AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DONALD WINTERS AND 
THELMA WINTERS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., mC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORUERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

'UN 24 2011 Dated: New York, New Y rk 
9 muNR CLERKS 0 
6- NEW YORK 

. L -  

Rodert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Winters and Thelma Winters 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2571-0574AW 

N0040474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATlON j I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

I Index N e  1070201/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH WALKER, INDIVIDUALLY AND : 
AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE j 
ESTATE OF THEODORE F. WALKER, \ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Theodore F. Walker 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22622 

I JUN 162011 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK .. . 

luL 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH WALKER, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
THEODORE F. WALKER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

JUN 2 4  2011 
-I J 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Theodore F. Walker 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1 0004 York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-0074 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER AND DOROTHY 
WALKER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 
i 

defendant. Treadwell Corpora 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York T//, ,201 1 -N CY CLERK'S OFF 

eby dismissed with prejudice and 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clifford A. Walker and Dorothy Wa 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-17168 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH J. TURNER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119377/00 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  ; 
1 

Dated: New York, New York JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIC 
NEW YORK 

L. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation Joseph J. Turner 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

U L G 1 l  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-18684 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALTON H. 
THOMPKIN S, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N ( 9  107325/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., f&[ t & s a r @ b y  dismissed with prejudice and without 
1 

costs. 

Kenyan- 9. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Rrnad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alton H. Thompkins 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadwav _. ~ 

New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. $l?ieT 

V "  I 6 Klei$&itler 454-5743 

N0040478-1 

JUN 136 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ~ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LAS. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N e ,  107325/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND : 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALTON H. i 
THOMPKIN S, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

A. C, & S . ,  TNC., et al., 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be anpqe Eho dismissed with prejudice and without 
* +  

costs. 
JUN 2 4  2011 

YorP OOUNry CLERK'S OFF,C '201L, NEWYOR 

Rob&? Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alton H. Thompkins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

,- 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, --c " 
Hon. Sherry Klein &itler 2571-0580M 

N0040474- I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

N0040478-1 
I 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALTON H. 
THOMPKINS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Compiwly&I 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

J" 
'Ubi 24 20tl 

Dated: New York New Y f b u ~  

# 

it man, sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alton H. Thompkins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

~ ~ ~ ~ A ,  

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 1122-17525 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

This document relates to: I 

ANGEL0 TOMASELLO AND MARIE 

I.AS. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 

Index No,: 119377/00 
I 
I TOMASELLO, I 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
1 

I 

A.C. & S., INC., 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 5 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 Corpora are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JUN 24 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Angelo Tomasello and Marie Tomasello 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 

1235-17018 

JUN 1 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I N Y C A L  

This document relates to: I 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119377/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I 

I 
I 

ANGEL0 TOMASELLO AND MARIE 
TOMASELLO, I 

Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I I MOTION AND ORDER -against- 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 
Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Angelo Tomasello 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

0324-5794T 

{NO042 173-1) 

JUN 1 6  2011 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

This document relates to: I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 119377/00 
I 

I 
I 

ANGEL0 TOMASELLO AND MARIE 
TOMASELLO, I 

Plaintiff(s), ! NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., 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 8 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 & t b  b e E  B b y  dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. Jury L f 2011 
Dated: New Yo& New YOrk COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ! ’ + 201 1 NEW YORK 

LllK 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

~.,,.L”--=) 
“.J. 

\ B  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Angelo Tomasello and Marie Tomasello 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

25714580T 

(NO042 173- 1 } 



WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
1 

Dated: New York, New York JUN 7 

611 ,2011 2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Angelo Tomasello 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-17573 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; N Y C A L  

; I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 119377/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

This document relates to: I 

ANGEL0 TOMASELLO AND MARIE 

I 

I 
I 

TOMASELLO, I 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., I 

Defendant( s). I 
I 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 I (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 119377/00 
I This document relates to: I 

TOMASELLO, I 

ANGEL0 TOMASELLO AND MARIE I 
I 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
' I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
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 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. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, 

KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Angelo Tomasello and Marie Tomasello 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

_.* _-... "-* +-.I I . 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO042 173-1 } 

JUN I6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 119377/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH 1. TURNER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., dismissed with prejudice and without 

7 costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph J.  Turner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
454-3302 

N0040478- 1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No . 119377/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALTON H. j 
THOMPKINS, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

10732901 0 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up n tice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, ' ' b a E t & e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 24 2011 
P without costs. 

Dated: New York, Ne CLERK'S OFFICE 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alton H. Thompkins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-16970 

N0040478-1 JUN 16 rO!l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LI'I'IGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index N 119377/00, 7325/01 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND j 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALTON H. j 
THOMPKINS, / NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

0 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend all claims and cross claims against 

heieby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Tishman Liquidating F orp. I b L d E  
! 

without costs. 
1 

JUN 2 4 2011 
4 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alton H. Thompkins 
WE1T.Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22462M 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  Zbll 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF OSCAR H. SPARLING, AND 
JOAN C. SPARLING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.. 119378/00 07403/01 

i 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

0 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., herwy requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same axe hereby dismissed with 
I 

prejudice and without’cost “ F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York JUN 2 4 2011 

5/53 ,2011 

Estate of Oscar H. Sparling 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-5791s 

* 1- 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF OSCAR H. SPARLING, AND 
JOAN C. SPARLING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index 07403/01 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. __ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Comp are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

.1 without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 24 2811 

Courter-k Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Oscar H. Sparling 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 &-f912~558-5500 

New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, & 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I 122-20476 

N0040478- 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COT JNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF OSCAR H. SPARLING, AND 
JOAN C. SPARLING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary Jdgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patters e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Oscar H. Sparling 
W E ~ Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

. 

4 5 4 - 14 5 9 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index N@Z*74OYOl 
WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, JR., EXECUTOR FOR i 
THE ESTATE WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, SR. AND i 
ELIZABETH TAHIRAK, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Costs. ‘ F I L E D  
JUN 24 2011 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate William 1. Tahirak, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 17 1 7 1  --- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2571-OSSOE 

N0040474-1 

JUN 16 2011 



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.) 

j Index No . 119378/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, JR., EXECUTOR FOR j 
THE ESTATE WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, SR. AND j 
ELIZABETH TAHIRAK, i NO OPPOSITION 

07403/01 0 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. / : F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate William J. Tahirak, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New Y ork 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 454-4648 

N0040478- I 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COlJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, JR., EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, SR. AND i 
ELIZABETH TAHIRAK, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
~. ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Ciquidati&&..& E t h b e  are hereby disniissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 24 2011 
I 

Dated: New York New YorbUNTy CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate William J. Tahirak, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 w York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-224623 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexN .. 119378/0 07403/01 

ASBESTOS LITlGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, JR., EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, SR. AND j 
ELIZABETH TAHIRAK, 

0 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporati hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JUN 24 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 

A 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

+, 201 COUNTY cLEwic\'s o k L  NEWYOR 
1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate William J+ Tahirak, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1235-16744 

N0040478-1 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF OSCAR H. SPARLING, AND 
JOAN C. SPARLING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i 

! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm nt in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell C o p & # ,  k e h p  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 24 2011 
NTY CLERKS OFF,CE 

NEW YORK 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Oscar H. Sparling 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0003 
(212) 558-5500 

1235-19962 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Heitler 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF OSCAR H. SPARLING, AND 
JOAN C. SPARLING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up0 ndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JUN 2 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Oscar H. Sparling 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 

2383-224598 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

N0040478-1 JUN 16  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index d G $ O 7 0 9 5 / 0  1 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD R. SKELLEY AND BARBARA J. 
SKELLEY, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti to 1 co- FBs, f claims and cross claims against F la 
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, are reby dismissed with prejudice and 

: 
without costs. 

WN JY CLERK'S OFFICE '1 

Dated: New York, New York YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward R. Skelley and Barbara J. Skelley 

M c G i v m ~  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York. New York 10004 . New Y ork, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 __l,,."l.- " _ -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleinxeitler 2383-22455AV 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CASIMIR SIBJGA AND WANDA SIBIGA, 
INDIVlDUALLY , j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Casimir Sibiga 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 
M C G m Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

.. 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-2091 5 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CASIMIR SIBIGA AND WANDA SIBIGA, 
INDIVIDUALLY, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati 

without costs. 

e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 2 4  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Casimir Sibiga 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22455AN 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index @;$7083101 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CASIMIR SIBIGA AND WANDA SIBIGA, 
INDIVIDUALLY, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Go., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Industrial Eauitment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with defendant, Safeguard 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Casimir Sibiga 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUEER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-519QAN 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CASIMIR SIBIGA AND WANDA SIBIGA, 
INDIVIDUALLY, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) I Index ( 4 1  07083/0 1 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., b&d b e k e  @by dismissed with prejudice and without 
1 
i 

costs. JUN 2 4  2011 
Dated: New Yor 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Casimir Sibiga 
WEVZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-8103 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CASIMIR SIBIGA AND WANDA SIBIGA, 
INDIVIDUALLY , i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitla, J.) 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be *hi s c  E h m  dssmissed with prejudice and without 
Y 

costs. JUN 2 4  2011 1 

CLERK'S 
,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Casimir Sibiga 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212) 558-5500 171-758AN (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0040474-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD R. SKELLEY AND BARBARA J. 
SKELLEY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

: NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward R. Skelley and Barbara J. Skelley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Y ork 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

."~ 

SO ORDERED, 
454-9440 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  20llr 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N o . ~ ~ & l O ’ 7 0 9 5 1 0 1  

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD R. SKELLEY AND BARElARA J. 
SKELLEY, 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New y o  
+,2011 JUN 24 2011 

P 

Carol M. Tempesta, Eiq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. Edward R. Skelley and Barbara J. Skelley 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

I .  
---.+__ , SO ORDERED, ----*+ 

Hon. Shewwh!lein Heitler 2571-758AV 

N0040474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD E. SIERING, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., el al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and dismissed with prejudice and without 
. 1  

costs. 

JuN 24 2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald E. Siering 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

----- _._.. -. 

2571-758AP 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

N0040474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N e  0708 1 / O  1, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA M, MEDER, PERSONAL 7/06 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD E. SIERING, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald E. Siering 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 55lks.m.- ”__ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry ldein Heitler 

1 

N0040478-1 

454-10809 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD E. SIERING, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

i 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald E. Siering 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 , New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22455AP 

N0040478-1 JUN 1 6  2011 



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 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 119380/00 

CARL ANDREW MILLER, AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF VIRGIL CARL MILLER, i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Virgil C. Miller 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

{ NO042 173-1 } 

2571-1016T 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL ANDREW MILLER, AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF VIRGIL CARL MILLER, j 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
6/,? ' ,2011 

Y 

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq. a 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway \ 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Virgil Carl Miller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 1003  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 '$ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e m e i n  K F =  itler 

324-5723T 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.. 0 1938010 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL ANDREW MILLER, AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF VIRGIL CARL MILLER, i 

102702/01 

Plaintiffs, 
[ NO OPPOSITlON 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?2? ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Virgil Carl Miller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JUN 2 4 20" (2 12) 509-3456 

OF 
CL€RKS 

SO ORDERED, GouN flEUYoB' 

(N0049460-1) 

1122-22247 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 1 I n d e x N ( s  
CARL ANDREW MILLER, AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF VIRGIL CARL MILLER, j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4- ,201 1 

f 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Virgil Carl Miller 
WEI rz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway T I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

JUN 2 4 2011 - (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNN CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

2383-22452AE 

(N0049460-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL ANDREW MILLER, AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF VIRGIL CARL MILLER, j 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

bw 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwel I Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

\ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs couNn CLEWS 

NEW YOW 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Estate of Virgil Carl Miller 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-21762 

(N0049460-1) JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID J. MCDERMOTT AND FLORENCE A. 
GARMAN, AS EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index (a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York y/ ,2011 

dcwdQ+&+@h- 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. McDermott 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-21498 

(N0049460-1) 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID J. MCDERMOTT AND FLORENCE A. 
GARMAN, AS EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT, 

j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q.3 ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

JUN 2 4 2011 
r* 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
EW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. McDermott 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2383-22454AD 

{ NOM9460- I 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
DAVID J. MCDERMOTT AND FLORENCE A. 
GARMAN, AS EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT, 

! 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., etal.,  
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. McDermott 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5724AJ 

{ NOW9460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID J. MCDERMOTT AND FLORENCE A. I 459/01 
GARMAN, AS EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 I n d e x N q F J  

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esd. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGE& P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. McDermott 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0585AJ 

{N0042173-l} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID J. MCDERMOTT AND FLORENCE A. 
GARMAN, AS EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Gp ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

~ $LED 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. McDermott 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 4 2011 \\IN 2 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I 122-2 1984 

{ NOW9460-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r r " r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r r -  x 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Frank A. Lesniak 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

. ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York - 'UN 2 4  2011 
UN7-Y CLERK'S OF 

NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 15 1 1,j 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF RAYMOND J. RYSKOWSKI, 
AND DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants . 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Compan hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

JUN 24 2011 Dated: New York, New York + ~ O ~ C ~ U N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 1 

NEW YORK 

- -  
Michele J. M i t t k m ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Raymond J. Ryskowski 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-16295 

{N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: f-----% 
[ Index piTd %:,38:/@ 

THE ESTATE OF RAYMOND J. RYSKOWSKI, j 
AND DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR i /o 1 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al,, 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
*, 2011 JUN 2 4 2011 

NTY CLERKS 0 
FW W R K  

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Raymond J. Ryskowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ew York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-15664 

{ NOW9460- I } 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF RAYMOND J. RYSKOWSKI, 
AND DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY , 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexN 
107575/01 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp. hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

e am hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
9 1 9 1  i 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUW L 4 2011 

Y WUNTy CLERK'S OFFICE I~ 

NEW YORK 
7/30 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Raymond J. Ryskowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 ...-- ,... 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-224583 

{N0049460-1} 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF RAYMOND J. RYSKOWSKI, 
AND DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C .  & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N d S  
107575/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., herevy requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2011 JUN 2 4 2011 

WUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Raymond J. Ryskowslci 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 . 

SO ORDERED, 
324-5143AT 

{N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n ! Index N( 1 1 9 3 8 5 / v  
FLOYD PONZT AND PATRICIA PONZI, 10644 1 /O 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC, et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and - the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  l i  
1 

Dated: New York, New York JUN 2 4  2011 1 
COUNTV CLERKS OF 

NON YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 j (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-5742AB 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index f l z & 0 6 1 6 3 1 0  I 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO AND RHODA 
RANDAZZO, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-again st - 

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. 

- -  

F I L E D  I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-15943 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LIITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO AND RHODA 
RANDAZZO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., b are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without F V t r E D  4 

costs, 1 
'W 2 4  2011 Dated: New York. New York 

4 9  2@@UNn CLERKS OFFJC 
NEW YORK 

a h  A\ 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

W 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Salvatore Randazzo and Rhoda Rand 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
2571 -759AX 

NOW0474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

f I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexN(& 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
f MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up0 qot' to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidat' [ gf ' C o p ,  ' !e !I'M t E a & e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 24 2011 i 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3454 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22456AL 

{ N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES PLUMMER AND ALICE 
PLUMMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 119385/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York JUN 2 4 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Plummer and Alice Plummer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-15913 

{N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES PLUMMER AND ALICE 
PLUMMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al.. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 119385/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F I L E D  : 

JUN 2 4  2011 

201 W N T Y  CLERKS 0 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq: 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Plummer and Alice Plummer 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-759U 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES PLUMMER AND ALICE 
PLUMMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard 

prejudice and without 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
#i 

J 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Charles Plummer and Alice Plummer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (3 L2)S8-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119385/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

324-5742U 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i T.A,S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 19385/00 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES PLUMMER AND ALICE 
PLUMMER, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., NC., et ul., 
Defendants. : 

- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman L i q u i d a t F C l r p k  E t@me are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 24 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Plummer and Alice Plummer 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22456A3 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 19385100 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES PLUMMER AND ALICE 
PLUMMER, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Corpor 

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 

e Ne hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 24 2011 
4 ?h / ,201[EOUNl”Y CLERK‘S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Plummer and Alice Plummer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-15302 

(N0049460-1) 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., j MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
< 

defendant, Patterson Pump C herdby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
JUN 24 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGrVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KliinReitler 

454-9614 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 
i I n d e x N c ( * m d  

' 106441/01 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1 5305 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO AND RHODA 
RANDAZZO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  ~ 

Salvatore Randazzo and Rhoda R 
WEI’IZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i 1 n d e x ~ -  
1 0644 1 /O 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  ! 
JUN 24 2011 

OQUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YO 

'=r=w=s- 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-15916 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index 
106441 /O 1 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be anqthe same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, JUN 24 2011 New York 
201 1 

E 
c/aAJJo% -- 

Carol M, Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleixHeitler 

{NO042 173-1) 

2571-759AB 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FLOYD PONZI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JI JDGMENT 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: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

-+-* - 

SO ORDERED, -4Q%t"- Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _  X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ f - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ f l _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _  x 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DAVID 
BLENKENSOPP , and ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP , 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index No.: 07/104633 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
__________-__________ I__________________  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there be'n no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that u p o E d i k  t E D o - F f e n d a n t s ,  all claims and 

cross claims against defen 

hereby dismissed wit 

the same are 

L GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
( 2 1 2 )  558-55.QO Brooklyn, NY 11201 .*--""" 

(718) 855-9000 

dug'; 1 ti 2011 
SO ORDERED, :-+.- Bon. Sherr K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TWILIA L. BILBY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LANE L. BILBY, AND 
TWILIA L. BILBY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., el a!., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J+) 
7 

Index d:-----=) 
125263/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lane L. Bilby 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-1) 

3244740AM 

JUN 16 2011 



536.16491/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

LANE L. BILBY, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION , 
et al. , 

Defendants . 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 100773 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEFtEFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case; pursuant to 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Zornplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?reludicel and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 
t 

I FP'L E c+ same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w$thou 

I ' JUN 2 4 t0tl 

& FLINN 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

' r \  
ittorneys for Plainti 
100 Broadway 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

"." " 

;O ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry klein Heitler 

JUN X 6 2071 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n i Index No*(-. 
LOIS PORTER, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CHARLES R. HAZARD, 

1 00794/0 1 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. C .  & S,, INC., et a/., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York + 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 * JUN 2<4 2011 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOW SO ORDERED, -.-- 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-0277Y 

{NOW2 173-l } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOIS PORTER, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CHARLES R. HAZARD, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index 0: d&FLid 
100794/0 1 

Plaintiffs, 1 NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6/30 ,201 1 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs D 
Estate of Charles R. Hazard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

JUN 2 4 2011 
New York, New York 10004 , New York ~ O ~ ~ & Q L J N T Y  CLERK'S O F F I ~  
(2 12) 509-3456 NEW YO& 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO0421 73-1 } 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-22476AD 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOIS PORTER, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CHARLES R. HAZARD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Ch ,2011 

Matthew D. ar, Esq. 

Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.$ I L E D i 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles R. Haza 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 JUN 2 4 2011 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

Hon. S h e s l e i n  Heitler 

324-5658Y 

(N0049460-1) 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
0 1  JNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j J.A.S, Part 30 
j (Heitler, J+) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE GONYO AND MARIE GONYO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., j MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 6/" ,2011 

Matthew D!'$arnpar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 JuN 2 ' 

v 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George Gonyo and Marie G 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5664N 

{ N0049460-1] 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.l19393/00 

This Document Applies to: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

JOHN T. FOWLER and GRACE FOWLER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- JUN 2 4  2011 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CORP., hereby 

request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION COW., 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 CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costa. 

Dated: Brooklyn New York 
d 3  A \ \  

Heidi'C. Baker, Esq. 
McMAHON, MARTJNE & GALLAGHER 
55 Washington Street, Suite 720 
Brooklyn, New York 1 120 1 

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 COUNTY j NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

; Index N ._ 119394/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT T. FERRONE SR. AND JENNIE M. 
FERRONE, 

Q 
Plaintiffs, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vincent T. Ferrone Sr. and Jennie M. Ferr 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
WEITZ 700 Broadway & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  

JUN 2 4 2011 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

COUNTY CLERK'S OWICE 
NEW Y O M  

SO ORDERED, 

2383-224681, 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT T. FERRONE SR. AND JENNIE M. 
FERRONE, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al., 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vincent T. Ferrone Sr. and Jen 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-1) 

3 2 4 - 5 6 6 0 AB 

3UN 16 2011 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.. a 119394/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT T. FERRONE SR. AND JENNIE M. i 1006 16/01 
FERRONE, 

Plaintiffs, 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6//4 ,2011 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Vincent T. Ferrone Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, C O u ~ T v  clEnKs 
NEW w R K  

454-8632AB 

(N0049460-1) 



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 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
i Index Nt.: 119394/0p/ 

VINCENT T. FERRONE SR. AND JENNIE M. 
FERRONE, 

1006 16/01 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?/b .2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vincent T. Ferrone Sr. and Jennie M. Ferrone 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York,New York lm I I 
700 Broadway n f 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

J\1N 2 4 20" 
SO ORDERED, 

CLERKS 0~1'~ 
NEW YORK 

2571-0998A4 

{ NO042 173-1 } 



536.15278/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I N  RE:  NEW YORK C I T Y  : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Hei 
This document relates to: 

JAMES M. ECKERT, : Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

ler) 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
VS . : Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOMTION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpor 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICI 
NEW YORK 

64, GARRITY , hRAWAM, MURPHY , GAROFALO 
& FLINN 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable SherryKlein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 119828/00 

DOROTHY LEONARD, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ! 
ESTATE OF WARREN J. LEONARD, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 (p ,2011 

u*- 
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate Warren J. Leonard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JUN 2 4 20” 

CLERKS OF- 
SO ORDERED, NEW WRK 

(N0049460-1} 

1235-2152 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
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: 
j Index No.: 119828/00 

DOROTHY LEONARD, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE j 
ESTATE OF WARREN J. LEONARD, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 66 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Warren J .  Leonard 

MCCIVNEV & KLU& P.'C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. ~ J U ~  2 4 2011 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, 

(NOO49460-I } 

2383-4274 

7 U N  1 6  20 It '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i 1.A.S Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOROTHY LEONARD, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF WARREN J. LEONARD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

Index No.: 119828/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Warren J. Leonard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
McGivNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

+ JUN 2 4 2011 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
-- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shew- Heitler 

454-0734 

{ NOM9460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 19828/00 

DOROTHY LEONARD, INDIVIDUALLY AND [ 
AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE i 
ESTATE OF WARREN J. LEONARD, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate Warren J .  Leonard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 JUN 2 4 2011 

5 5 8-5 500 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-2631 

(N0049460-1) 

! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEVJ-YbRK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index 0.: 120329/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE VERHAUGUE, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DONALD F. VERHAUGUE, SR., 

- 
/ 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York * 2011COUN 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO0421 73-1 } 

2571-595 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: N E W 6 k K  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE VERHAUGUE, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DONALD F. VERHAUGUE, SR., 

j I.A,S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 12 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing-plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York a, 201 

JcfiJzJ@T? 
u k  

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P C  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs %” 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-595 

{N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE VERHAUGUE, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DONALD F. VERHAUGUE, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 120329/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6 h  -2011 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Donald F. Verhaugue, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (rS7 / (212)558-5500 
I 

SO ORDERED, 

{ N0049460- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE VERHAUGUE, INDIVIDUALLY AND j 
AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DONALD F. VERHAUGUE, SR,, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 120329/00 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

i 
F I L E D  1 without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald F. Verhaugue, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

. " *. ~ -" 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-4125 

(N0049460-1) 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE VERHAUGUE, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DONALD F. VERHAUGUE, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 120329/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
1 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  1 
24 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERKS OF 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Nfendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald F. Verhaugue, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

324-5679 

(N0049460-1} 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOROTHY BOWLEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ROBERT F. BOWLEY, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120780/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

JUW 2 4 2011 

NEW YORK 

(N0049460-I 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOROTHY BOWLEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND / 
AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ROBERT F. BOWLEY, SR,, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 120780/00 

! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC, et al., 
Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$/$ ,2011 

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert F. Bo 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, 

(21 2) 509-3456 

324-5678 

(N0049460-1) 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DOROTHY BOWLEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND i 120780/00 
AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ROBERT F. BOWLEY, SR., 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
LJ2 ,2011 

P 
ff 

Estate of Robert F. Bowley S F’I Attorney for Plaintiffs 

L 
Patterson Pump Co. 
M C G I W Y  & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway J U W k  
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 12J2) 558-5500 

NEW a(Q- 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-9977 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EMILIA GARCIA, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of LUIS 
GARCIA, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
vs. ORDER 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 121295100 

D S. INC., ET AL. 

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

'YYN , 6  JI 6 2Qvf- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTONINO SCLAFANI AND ROSARIA 
SCLAFANI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 12 1686/00 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

i 
A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C E . ,  [e t E D a r e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 2 4  2011 
F 

York : W T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-4352 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTONINO SCLAFANI AND ROSARIA 
SCLAFANI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 12 1686/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & C I mp + I f . , e  F u m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

i without costs. 

C0urter-k Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Antonino Sclafani and Rosaria Sclafani 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

p e w  York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-1538 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



. 

SUZANNE MCCIERNEY, Individually as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH MCIERNEY, 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

F I L E D ' ~  
-against- JUN 24 2011 

KEELER-DORR OLIV a1 . KEELER-DORR- 
q y  WRK 

e endant. 
x --_____------__"I_----------*----------------------------------------- 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
T\3 \ \ \ \  - - 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 COMPANY 
(2 12)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Jndex No.: 122 143/00 

j 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LlTIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTOINETTE A. CAPASSO, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN CAPASSO, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the sanie are 

prejudice and without costs. 
JUN 2 4 2011 

Dated: New York, New York q/ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Capasso Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K"ieiA Heitler 

(N0049460-1) 

324-5664 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
/ Index No.: 122 143/00 

ANTOINETTE A. CAPASSO, INDIVIDUALLY ! 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF j 
JOHN CAPASSO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant. Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b/.T ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Capasso 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F1 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New York 10004 JIJN 2 4 20’’ (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-22046 

(N0049460-1} 



ARTHUR PAVANE, 

F I LpFb 
-against- JUN 24 2011 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLJVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
7 13 \ \  I\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED 

,JUN 1 ti.2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR PAVANE AND PEARL PAVANE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., N C . ,  et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 122494/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-1 0241 

(N0049460-I) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. RUSSELL, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
THOMAS E. RUSSELL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 122496/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor ew York 
11 ,, IUN 24 

COUNTY CLERKS OF 
NEW YQR 

Kenyan 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. Russell 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. RUSSELL, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
THOMAS E. RUSSELL, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122496/00 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A, C. & S., lNC., et al., 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
I 

ORDERED, that upon n 

defendant, Tishman Liquidzitirig ' orp., I b 

ce to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

a are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yo 

P 
JUN 24 2011 

A orney for D f ndant 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. Russell 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

1 New Y ork, New Y ork 10003 

Tishman d Liqui IY ting COT. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
non. ancrry-r;/eyn Heitler 2383-22107 

N0040478-1 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.> 

j Index No.: 122850/00 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS M. GUERRA, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR JORGE F. GUERRA, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Jorge F. Guerra 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

* ,  

(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122850/00 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS M. GUERRA, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR JORGE F. GUERRA, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Jorge F. Guerra 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 1 0003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

(N0049460-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 122850/00 

j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS M. GUERRA, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR JORGE F. GUERRA, 

PI aintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., PIC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b / 2  ,2011 k 

P ” p v -  Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Jorge F. Guerra 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, c ’ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4 2Q\\ I’ * ; JUN 2 

(2 12) 509-3456 (21 25 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrfl 

1122-2618 

(N0049440-I) 

J U N  16  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__-_--____-______"r_____r____l______r___-~~-----~~----"---"------------ X NYCAL 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

This document relates to: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOLER COMPANY, et al. 

Index N Z i Z >  

109635l2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

FfWEEORE,  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. 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 100 
(2 12)5 5 8-5500 

JUN 2 4  2011 



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.: 12356YOO 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANICE TOMASKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH TOMASKI, i NO OPPOSlTION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC,, et al., 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. F I L E D  i 
JUN 24 2011 

COUNTY 
N 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph Tomaski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-1 8000 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANICE TOMASKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH TOMASKI, / NO OPPOSITION 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 123565/00 
! 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, el al., 

Defendants. \ 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition t S t o f  L E D I 
f 

ORDERED, that upon noticeJ@@i P-,i&ffndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman L i q u i d a t i w  & & , @ b w e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 4.- 

NEW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph Tomaski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22304 

N0040478- 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 123565100 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANICE TOMASKI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOSEPH TOMASKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary Jcgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Xnc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be 

costs. 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York JuN 2 4 20 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Joseph Tomaski 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 n I New York, New York 10003 

2571-1 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0040474-1 

JUN 18 20!! 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EMILIA CABELLO, Individually, and 
as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOHN CABELLO 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 
A.C. AND S.,INC, (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY) et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHEMY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 124333100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

WEITZ & LUXENBM, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Stoker borpor 

HERSON, McNEI 

700 Brdadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 
(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: N Y C K  
FRANCIS G. CALLAHAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience W a  BMJ, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. +*.&\a 
%*Q% 

% 5 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford. N a y  York 10523 ~~~~~~ 

(914) 345-7301 ~ 

File No.: 473.86085 
I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein I leitler 

JUN I6 2011’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
SAMUEL ROSENBLATT AND SHIRLEY 
ROSENBLATT, 

i Index No.(* 
10 9/99 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New Yo k, New York + ,2011 JUiv 4 7 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Samuel Rosenblatt and Shirley Rosenblatt 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-- 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDER.ED, 
Hon. Sherry KledHeitler 

1122-21689 

(NO043781 - 1  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
4 - 4  

SAMUEL ROSENBLATT AND SHIRLEY 
ROSENBLATT, 

j IndexP?X 103939199 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. F I L E D 
Dated: New York, New York 

! 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Samuel Rosenblatt and Shirley Rose 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLIIGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0043781-1) 

2383-22407C 

JUN 1 6  2011 



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: 

SAMUEL ROSENBLATT AND SHIRLEY 
ROSENBLATT, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
"against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, 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 sam 

without costs. + F I L E D  I( 

i 

P- 
I COI 

nh 1 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

JN 

- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Samuel Rosenblatt and Shirley Rosenblatt 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York I0003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SheGKhein Heitler 

(NO043781 -1 } 

1235-21 191 

JUN 1 6  2011 
.. . - - . - .. . . - 



536.16491/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

LANE L. BILBY, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOIIATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants . 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Kle in  Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 0 7 7 3 / 0 3  

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO O P P O S I T I O N  
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

zoomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

Zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 
t 
FP'L E B ;ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

' JUN 2 4 tljlf! 

RPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

.-- 

;O ORDERJ3D, 
Honorable Sherry klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

TWILIA L. BILBY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF LANE L. BILBY, AND 
TWTLIA L. BILBY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

I n d e x N r c ]  
25263/00 

j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b / 2  ,2011 

.~ 

\I. 1, 
Matthew D. Sam$ar, Esq. 
Attorney for befendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lane L. Bilby 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New Y ork 1 0003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5740AM 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL D. ZOGBY and TONI D. 
ZOGBY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 125333100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the abc ntitled 

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 

d with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

n 

-.-". 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JW 



536.15278/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I A S  PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherr) 
T h i s  document relates to: 

Klein Heitler) 

JAMES M. ECKERT, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

For e E D crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpor 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

RPHY, GAROFALO 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDEmD, ~ "t I 

Honorable SherrYKlein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I -against- 

lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I opposition thereto, 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 /Ez&.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT T. FERRONE SR. AND JENNIE M. 
FERRONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

A. C. & S., INC,  et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action; and there being no 

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 
$/"" ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vincent T. Ferrone Sr, and Jennie M. Ferrone 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Y o r k l p  1 \d E D 
(212) 509-3456 

JUN 2 4 20" 

coutuTy CLERKS  OFF'^^ 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0598AA 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT T. FERRONE SR. AND JENNIE M. 
FERRONE, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119 
: 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT j 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
6/4’ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vincent T. Ferrone Sr. and Jennie M. 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

(NOW9460-1) 



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.) 

i IndexNo.: 1 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT T. FERRONE SR. AND JENNIE M. 
FERRONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., etul., 
Defendants. i 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to, all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b/$- ,2011 

Matthed D. Sam ar, Esq. d A;-&> 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Vincent T. Ferrone Sr. and Jen F T * n e E  P 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for De 4 endant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 JUN 2 4 ID’‘ 
(212) 509-3456 smfi fl CL@ 

COUN NEy’rYOW SO ORDERED, 

324-5660AB 

{ NOO49460-1} 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler. J.1 

I ,  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT T. FERRONE SR. AND JENNIE M. 
FERRONE, 

Plaintiffs, 
/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$/2 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

JUN 2 4 2011 (212) 509-3456 

CouNTY CLERK‘S OF= 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 

2383-224681, 

JUN 1 ~ 2 0 l ’ r  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOIS PORTER, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CHARLES R. HAZARD, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 00794/0 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC, et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles R. Hazard 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E D  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

JUN 2 4 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

454-6431 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOIS PORTER, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CHARLES R. HAZARD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.:= 
100794/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5/30 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs D 
Estate of Charles R. Hazard 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ& LUXENBERG P.C. JUM 2 4 2011 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 NEW YQRK 

SO ORDERED, 

York 1000&DUNTy CLERK’S OFFICE 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-22476AD 

(NO042 173-1 } 

i 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOIS PORTER, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CHARLES R. HAZARD, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$;/9 ,2011 

i \  

Matthew D. Saqhar, Esq. 
Attorney for s fendant  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles R. Haza 
WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.$ 1 L E D 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 JUN 2 4 2011 

i 
(212) 509-3456 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

324-5658Y 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY \ NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

\ I n d e x N m  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOIS PORTER, AS PERSONAL 1007941 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CHARLES R. HAZARD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORJ3ERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are-hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

K e W  7 Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KJ.,uGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles R. Hazard 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 1 

Hon. ShenyKlein Heitler 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

454-643 1 

{ N004946O-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOIS PORTER, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CHARLES R. HAZARD, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without, 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
5-730 ,2011 

e. &;k& v L - . ! , L ~ k +  
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, hc.  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Charles R. qazard 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG: P.C. 

I '  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 'x 0003 JUN 2 4  2011 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YOW SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2571-0277Y 

{N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE GONYO AND MARIE GONYO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., lNC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CFOSS claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Lp ,2011 

\ 

Matthew D! Sampar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

4 

-.:.+ry, 
F,LEJQ Attorney for Plaintiffs 

George Gonyo and Marie G 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ZQtt 
New York, New York 10004 York 1 0003 )uN 2 It 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5664N 

{ N0049460- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__-l_____r________r_I___f__l__rrl___rl__- X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100759/03 

Frank A. Lesniak 
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. 

F I L E D  T 
d Dated: New York, New York * JUN 2 4  2011 

"" .* I "'s..."" 
%, y 7  

*I , 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621511.1. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 102456/01 

RAYMOND T. KENSY, 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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 th 

to either party. 

issed with prejudice and without costs 

I / I  JUN 24 2011 

WEITZ’ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -\“s Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

A 

S&AL M C C A M B ~ G E  
SINGER & .MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

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 COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 11 

FOR THE ESTATE OF VIRGIL CARL MILLER, j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL ANDREW MILLER, AS EXECUTOR 

Plaintiffs, 

f i E z o %  

i NO OPPOSITION 
-against - i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross dairns against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6/? ,2011 

I #I ,-\ LL ' b-- - -- -- 
\ 

Matthew D. Sampar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Virgil Carl Miller 
WEITZ & LIJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I (2 12) 509-3456 n , (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0049460-1} 

Hon. S h e x f e i n  ?%fitler 

324-5723T 

JUN 1 6  2011 



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: 

CARL ANDREW MILLER, AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF VIRGIL CARL MILLER, i 

i WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

j NO OPPOSITlON 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Jnc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGE& P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22247 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL - 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j. Index No.: 11 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL ANDREW MILLER, AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF VIRGIL CARL MILLER, j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
L)A ) 201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Virgil Carl Miller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 2 4 2011 : 

2383-22452 AE 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL ANDREW MILLER, AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF VIRGIL CARL MILLER, j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et ul., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 4 

6/ / /  ,2011 

-P-TJAd 
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Virgil Carl Miller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleidHeitler 

1235-21 762 

JUN 16 2011 (N0049460-1 j 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 103270/01 

PAUL KUCHARCZAK, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF j 
ALICIA J. KUCHARCZAK, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 4t&2--- 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alicia J. Kucharczak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway i. 

F I L E D  
(2 12) 509-3456 

jUN 2 4 20" SO ORDERED, 

1 
2571-460 

JUN I620ll {N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL KUCHARCZAK, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ALICIA J. KUCHARCZAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103270/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alicia J. Kucharczak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 4 2011 (212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 _.- " 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK Hon. Shem5 Klein Heitler 

(N0049460-1) 

454-0452 

JUN 1 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
/ Index No.: 103270/01 

PAUL KUCHARCZAK, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF j 
ALICIA J. KUCHARCZAK, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
G/3 ,2011 

.----- -- -- - 

0 Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alicia J. Kucharczak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 - JUN 2 4 2011 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NEW VOW 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFIE 

324-6042 

{N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOlUS 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL KUCHARCZAK, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ALICIA J. KUCHARCZAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al., 
Defendants. 

' (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103270/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Coy., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alicia J. Kucharczak 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 JUN 2 4 2011 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

(NO0421 73-1) 

2383-22643 

JUN 16 20tl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID J. MCDERMOTT AND FLORENCE A. 
GARMAN, AS EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11938 
i 

Plaintiffs, 

“against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and -the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b,/j ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York 10003 .r JUN 2 ‘1 ‘”’ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. McDermott 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1 122-2 1.984 

{N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) , ,  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1J.933 my 

DAVID 1. MCDERMOTT AND FLORENCE A. 
GARMAN, AS EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITlON 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et at., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$// ,2011 

*d C % d Q L 4 &  
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. McDermott 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2 1498 

{ NOM9460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID J. MCDERMOTT AND FLORENCE A. 
GARMAN, AS EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

> 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.- 
3459101 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York q. ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. McDermott 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22454AD 

(N0049460-1) 



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 AS BE S TO S LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID J. MCDERMOTT AND FLORENCE A. 
GARMAN, AS EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with a 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
“ / 9  ,2011 

1 4 , , I  \ /c 

I/ 

Matthew D.,Sadpar, Esq. 
Attorney foh3efendan.t Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Thomas E. McDermott 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5124AJ 

{ NO0494hO-I} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 119 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID J, MCDERMOTT AND FLORENCE A. 
GARMAN, AS EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THOMAS E. MCDERMOTT, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
1 MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

costs. if! G: 
4 loll 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Thomas E. McDermott 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-058SAJ 

{NO042 1 73-1 } 

JUN I fi 3nll 
I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOIUS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RANDEE KATLIN AND WILLIAM L. 

ESTATE OF REUBEN W. GOLDMAN, 
GOLDMAN AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 104560/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
"iA ,2011 

4 c -  . -. 

".*'i F V  . nn4q 

Matthew D-par, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C: I - 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Reuben W. Goldman 

New York, New York 10004 New york. New Vnrk- 1 nnn? - -, I ~ I T \ I  cLEBKs I 
(212) 509-3456 

W Hon, Sherry Klein I 

(N0049460-1} 

324-5853 

JUN 16 2011 



S JPREME CO JRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ - - -  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Carole S. Nicastro, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the E s t a t e  of Denis 
F. Nicastro, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

R.C. & S. Inc., e t  al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 104561/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 
WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 1 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, ,tF & EtB to all co-defendants, all claim: 
and cross claims ag Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

-Matthew T. MacIntyrd Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
C a r o l e  S .  N i c a s t r o ,  
I n d i v i d u a l l y  and a s  

Inc. , be disdimw&-pj$uezEe and without costs.  

Dated: Brmddyn, %ew 90 k W Y  RF 
d 3 t  , 2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario & DiBono P las t e r ing  C o .  
I nc .  

A d m i n i s t r a t r i x  fox the E s t a - e  177 Montague Street 
of D e n i s  F. Nicas t ro  Brooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New York 10003 Our File No.: 10924-4776 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor (718) 855-9000 

So Ordered: L A  162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
; Index No.: 1046990 1 

WILLIAM J. ROBINSON AND DELLA 
ROBINSON, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, In hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William J. Robinson and Della Robinson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-0040,22517 

(N0049460-1) 

J-UN 161.011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. ROBINSON AND DELLA 
ROBINSON, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 104695/01 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., N C . ,  et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William J .  Robinson and Della Robinson 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
I" "I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry glein Heitler 

1 

454-0349 

(N0049460-I } 
JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. ROBINSON AND DELLA 
ROBINSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I,A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

lndex No.: 104695/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Indust and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

JUN 2 4  2011 

NEW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William J. Robinson and Della Robinson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 - 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein' Heitler 

324-5861 

(N0049460-1) 

JUN 16 20114 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

WILLIAM J. ROBINSON AND DELLA 
ROBINS ON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104695/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrykleinheitler 

2383-22769 

(N0042173-1] 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 104695/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM 3. ROBINSON AND DELLA 
ROBINSON, 

PI aint i ffs , j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

William J.  Robinson and Della Robinson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22037 

(N0049460-1} 

JUN 1 6  20111 
i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 104696/0 1 
i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

JOHN J, ROSATI, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES V. ROSATI, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

j 
without costs. F I L E D  jUl  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James V. Rosati 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22770 

N0040474-1 

JUN 1 ti 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. ROSATI, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES V. ROSATI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 104696/0 1 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of James V. Rosati 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
454-0350 

NOO40478-I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SUMn 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

JAMES V. ROSATI NO OPPOSITIOP RY 
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 1, a 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
S h b  ,2011 

Dated: New York, New York 
S h b  ,2011 

rn 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. I McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 

1521136 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 104696/01 

JOHN J. ROSATI, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JAMES V. ROSATI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $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 & are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I ; :  

Dated: New York. New York JUN 2 4  2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of James V. Rosati 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 4 
v 

Hon. S h e m T e i n  Hqtler 1122-18510 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 104904/01 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES S. MCCAIN AND PAMELA MACHEN, 

THE ESTATE OF HARVEY MCCAIN AND 
PAMELA MACHEN, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHNNIE MCCAIN, MOTION AND ORDER 

CO-PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES FOR 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 

costs. 

FWE 
3 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Harvey McCain 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- 7  (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-0365 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES S. MCCAIN AND PAMELA MACHEN, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 104904/01 ' 
CO-PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES FOR 
THE ESTATE OF HARVEY MCCAIN AND 
PAMELA MACHEN, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHNNIE MCCAIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
\ 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Harvey McCain 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-5820 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 104904/0 1 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES S. MCCAIN AND PAMELA MACHEN, 

THE ESTATE OF HARVEY MCCAIN AND 
PAMELA MACHEN, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHNNIE MCCAIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

CO-PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES FOR 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Harvey McCain 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO042 173-1 } 

JUN 16 2011 

2383-22864 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK C. GULLO, JR. AND COLEEN D. 
GULLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104999/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

h 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank C. Gullo, Jr. and Coleen D. Gullo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. merry hiern neirier 

2383-22853 

(NO042 173-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE; NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 104999/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK C. GULLO, JR. AND COLEEN D. 
GULLO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York &7/ ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleih Heitler 

(N0049460-1} 

324-5809 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105347/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMERICO VIEIRA, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSE A. VIEIRA, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o E  b l  & h & n e  heieb y dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 24 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Jose A. Viera 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-2281 1 

N0040474- 1 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMERICO VIEIRA, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSE A. VIEIRA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105347/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D  without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 

6 /  I , 201 1 JUN 2 4 2011 
/ 

&“NPI CLERKS OF 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

NEW YORK 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Jose A. Viera 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
123518550 

NOW0478-I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105352/01 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT THOMAS AND LINDA K, THOMAS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noti E o ! i I l L - & n &  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, b$w #q sm are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I -. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Thomas and Linda K. Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2383-22821 

'JUN 1 8  2011 
N0040474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT THOMAS AND LINDA K. THOMAS, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105352/01 
i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial E FnfnLCo.e 0 the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 6 
'"N' 2 4  2011 

trial Equipment Co. Albert Thomas and Linda K. Thomas 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLuGER, P.C. WEIm & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

324-5849 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0040478-1 JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105352/01 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REiFERS TO: 

ALBERT THOMAS AND LINDA K. THOMAS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Ij 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Thomas and Linda K. Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 -- York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-0344 

N0040478-1 

JUN X 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105352/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT THOMAS AND LINDA K. THOMAS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be an 

costs. i 

with prejudice and without 

'"N 2 4  2011 Dated: New York, New York 
2"" COUN 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Thomas and Linda K. Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 2 
-5500 F- 

Hon. Sherry* KleigHeitler 2571-754 

N0040474-1 

JUN 3 6 2011 



’ 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT THOMAS AND LINDA K. THOMAS, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

\ Index No.: 105352/01 
! 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC., et ul., 

Defendants. j I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc F e  be eQ3 hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

s- / / / /dq,  
I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

t Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Thomas and Linda K. Thomas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1122-1169 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry 

N0040478-1 



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 1 claims and cross claims against defendant 
hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
: 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA 
without costs. 

JUN 2 4 2011 
Dated: New York..New York 

ryL m 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG "., %, *2, I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1717.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42" Street 
New York, NewYork 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STELLA MIGLIOZZI, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ANTONIO MIGLIOZZI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105605/0 1 

NO OPPOSJTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b,// ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Antonio Migliozzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105605/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STELLA MIGLIOZZI, INDIVIDUALLY AND i 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ANTONIO MIGLIOZZI, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
</?d ,2011 

M a t t h e w ’ ~ ~ p a J ; q .  
Attorney for 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Antonio Migliozzi @‘ 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5845 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STELLA MIGLIOZZI, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ANTONIO MIGLIOZZI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, 

(Heitler, J*) 

Index No.: 105605/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Antonio Migliozzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

4544327 
SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-1} 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOIZK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARGARET D. SCHREIBER, as 
Personal Representative for the Estate 
of MYRON D. SCHREIBER, 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. 

A.C. AND S., INC. (AMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 10574301 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

~ 

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. 

slsl mc 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 106 190/0 1 

MARTIN PARDES AND EVELYN PARDES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JUN 2 4 2011 
’ U ) l L T Y C L E R K s  0 

-Ab NEW YORK 
- 

Ken-@ C o d  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Pardes and Evelyn Pardes 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

ew York 10003 
00 -- -_- (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-8915 

{ NOM9460- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, 3.)  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 

MARTIN PARDES AND EVELYN PARDES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

t k D a r e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Tishman Liquidating C 

without costs. JUN 24 2011 
I: 
' COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK k/Y "&> .. ,201 1 L. 
Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin Pardes and Evelyn Pardes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22463AD 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN PARDES AND EVELYN PARDES, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C, & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

JuN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF1 
NEW YORK 

1u 
\- --E ** A,dw&*.-"' 

L - 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

\*.,, "45 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs %.& 

Martin Pardes and Evelyn Pardes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-0584AD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
G/s ,2011 JUN 2 4  2011 

I 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1 5305 

(N0049460-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ~ NYCAL 

j 1.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up0 qot'ce to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidat' /I &COT., ' !e !fW t E a D a r e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 24 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 
WEITZ & LIJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22456AL 

(N0049460-1) 



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: 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
I 

De 11 
1 

prejudice and without costs. F I  
I Dated: New York, New York JUN 2 4  2011 1 Gp , 2 q 1  

** L 
' COUNTY CLERKS OFF 

N W  YORK /-- I 

I \  
i ;j , I  >\ 

Matthbw D. dampar, Esq. 
Attorney for Mfendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-5742AB 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT WFERS TO: 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 

i LAS. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 11 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  ! 
Dated: New York New York JUN 2 4  2011 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-15916 

(N0049460-I) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York JW 2 4  2011 
201 1 

+, i %" Ca.JN 

C d M  
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleiZHeitler 

2571-7S9AB 

{ NO0421 73-1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLOYD PONZI AND PATRICIA PONZI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N o . C G *  
193 85/00 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- \ NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C, & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump C heriby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. + 

JUN 24 2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

r 1 7  

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Floyd Ponzi and Patricia Ponzi 
WEITZ, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
"-1 " 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein'keitler 

(N0049460-1} 

454-9674 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO AND RHODA 
RANDAZZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 1 193851 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

I 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Salvatore Randazzo and Rhoda Randam>". 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-8163 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK .~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS ROCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO AND RHODA 
RANDAZZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 193851 

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 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  f 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Salvatore Randazzo and Rhoda RandazG" ' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-15943 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO AND RHODA 
RANDAZZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1938510 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OmERED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., b 

costs. d 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Jm 2 4  2011 Dated: New York, New York 
b,/? 9 ~ Q ~ U N T Y  CLERRS OF 

NEW YORK 
5 4 h  

C a r 3  M. Tempesta, Esq. \ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Salvatore Randazzo and Rhoda Randazzo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-759AX 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FLOYD PONZI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
J? JDGMENT 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 Y rk, New York $97 ,2011 
Dated: 

. rn*&LWl Fn-rl: 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.CY 

HzeYAntoniou McGowan 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Ca- 'r' 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNE M. REILLER, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ANTHONY JOHN REILLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C .  & S., XNC., et al., 

Defendants. ; 

Index No.: 106642/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby reques.~; summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

 WE^ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1122-1410 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106642/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNE M. ETLLER, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ANTHONY JOHN REILLER, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER Plain tiffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, h rel: requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticedo all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ismissed with prejudice and without defendant, Patterson Pump Co 

costs, 

NTY CLERK'S OFF1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony John Reiller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-10935 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I . A S  Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106642/01 

ANNE M. REILLER, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS i 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
ANTHONY JOHN REILLER, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. : 
- ~~ ~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati@o#.,k a e h m e  e fiereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JUN 2 4  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony John Reiller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

..-- _. SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kfehfkktler 2383-22962 

N0040474-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106644/0 1 

RICHARD GROGAN, ADMINISTRATOR FOR \ 
THE ESTATE OF RICHARD GROGAN AND j 
PATRICIA GROGAN, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs? i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et d., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

K 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Richard Grogan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-1 1269 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I J.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No,: 106644/01 

RICHARD GROGAN, ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF RICHARD GROGAN AND 
PATRICIA GROGAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment n 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4/5 ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGGR, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

123512512 

{ NOM946O- I 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 106644/01 

RICHARD GROGAN, ADMINISTRATOR FOR i 
THE ESTATE OF RICHARD GROGAN AND j 
PATRICIA GROGAN, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
6/5 ,2011 

n A Pa '-'**> P , , 'c 

r*. 

# Tishmar 
Attorney for PI 
Estate of Richs 

OF@ 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ,uN 1 L y '  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 rcGL yo+ (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 G d N  HE- 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22983 

(N0042173-1) 

JUN 162011 



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 
j (Heitler, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106644/01 

RICHARD GROGAN, ADMINISTRATOR FOR j 
THE ESTATE OF RICHARD GROGAN AND j 
PATRICIA GROGAN, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
b/r ’ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Richard Grogan 

700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIWY & KLSJGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

{ N0049460- I } 

3 2 4 -6 0 0 8 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106644/01 

RICHARD GROGAN, ADMINISTRATOR FOR ! 
THE ESTATE OF RICHARD GROGAN AND j 
PATRICIA GROGAN, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be m d  the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Richard Grogan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-1} 

1122-13040 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAURI SAVOLAINEN AND SILJA 
SAVOLAINEN, 

j T.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106962/01 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., b dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
JuN 2 GO 2Q11 

NTY CLERKIS OF 
NEW YORK 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mauri Savolainen and Silja Savolainen 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 100037 New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

_- ** 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-7581) 

N0040474-1 

JUN r62011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFN COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
____ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAURI SAVOLAINEN AND SILJA 
S AVOLAINEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106962/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
JUN 2 4  2011 

, m @ N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 4 *).c NEW YORK 

Kerryann Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mauri Savolainen and Silja Savolainen 
Wm-z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 -- (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, c 

Hon. Sherry KleiMeitler 454-9021 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106962/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAURI SAVOLAINEN AND SILJA 
SAVOLAINEN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Cb 

without costs. 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

i 
JUN 24 2011 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-224551) 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 106977/01 

FRANK SCHULTE, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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 e e hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. “ p L E ~ ;  
f 

Dated: 6,/d ,2011 ’“ 24 2011 
New York, New York a u ~ m  

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

itler 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD E. SIERING, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

Index No.: 119379/00@=> 
106797/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman 

without costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

MCGIVNEY & KLuGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22455AP 

N0040478-1 JUN f 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD E. SXERING, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 9 3 7 9 / 0 6 & >  
106797/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York JUN 7 1  4nrr  

l . r  Patterson Pump Co. Estate of Donald E. Sjlering ‘I *I 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-10809 

N0040478-1 



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.) 

i Index No.: 119379 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD E. SIERING, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFOREy defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald E. Siering 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 
-----------%-..*_I 

2571-758AP 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O K  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119379/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CASIMIR SIBIGA AND WANDA SIBIGA, 
INDIVlDUALLY, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND OFtDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Coyoration, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs,  FILED f 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Casimir Sibiga 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-20915 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CASIMIR SIBIGA AND WANDA SIBIGA, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119379/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JUN 2 4  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Casimir Sibiga 

IO0 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

2383-22455AN 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORZ)ERED, 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 119379/0 , 107083/0 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CASIMIR SIBIGA AND WANDA SIBIGA, 
INDIVIDUALLY, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- " I 
A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, *all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Casimir Sibiga 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment CO. 
MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-579QAN 

N0040478-1 

' I' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CASIMIR SIBIGA AND WANDA SIBIGA, 
INDIVIDUALLY , I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; IndexNo.: 119379/0 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., XNC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., b F d  b e b e  @by dismissed with prejudice and without 
1 

costs. JUN 24 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Casimir Sibiga 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-8103 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA HARSHBERGER, 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CASIMIR SIBIGA AND WANDA SIBIGA, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119379/67=> 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law k d  Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there, being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be #thl se E h@y dismissed with prejudice and without 
? 

costs. JUN 24 2011 4 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Casimir Sibiga 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-758AN 

N0040474-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



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.) 

1 Index No.: 1 1 9 3 7 9 1 0 0 f i ~ ~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD R. SKELLEY AND BARBARA J. 
SKELLEY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OICDERED, that upon noti to a1 co- FV, f claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., b and the same are reby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

/ 
! 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward R. Skelley and Barbara J. Skelley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & a U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2383-22455AV 

NOM0478- 1 I 
JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 119379/0@7=0 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD R. SKELLEY AND BARBARA J. 
SKELLEY, i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., h,e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward R. Skelley and Barbara J. Skelley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-9440 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD R. SKELLEY AND BARBARA J. 
SKELLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 1 19379/00, e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the I 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules §, 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed. with prejudice and without 

. F I L E  costs, 

Dated: New York New Yo;k 
-,2011 JUN 24 20 

'S 0 
r 

COUNTY CI FB# 
Carol M. Tempesta, Eiq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

NEW YORK 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward R. Skelley and Barbara J. Skelley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
2571 -758AV 



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 

DONALD R. WINTERS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107187/01 

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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BM[, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a EM, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File (914) No.: 345-7301 473.85715 F I L E D  

SO ORDERED, 0 
Hen. She& Klein Heitler 

JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119376/0 , 107187/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR., AND KATHY 

ESTATE OF DONALD WINTERS AND 
THELMA WINTERS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Q 
COGAR, AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell -Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

&by dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be Ed 
without costs. 'W 24 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs *h 

b%* 2011 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Donald Winters and Thelma Winters 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-1 71 71 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR., AND KATHY 

ESTATE OF DONALD WINTERS AND 
THELMA WINTERS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

COGAR, AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119376/00, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

JUN 2 4  2011 

NEW YORK 
*-  . 

Rodert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Winters and Thelma Win& 
WEYE & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 2571 -0S74AW 

N0040474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR., AND KATHY 

ESTATE OF DONALD WINTERS AND 
THELMA WINTERS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

COGAR, AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 119376/0 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., reby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs "b, 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Estate of Donald Winters and Thelma Winters 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-8121 



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: 

DONALD R. WINTERS, JR., AND KATHY 
COGAR, AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DONALD WINTERS AND 
THELMA WINTERS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., WC., et a]., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119376/00, (a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests suniniary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co d t h  prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, F I L E D  
ORDERED, that upon notice to all c&##d&@1111 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  ~~~~~~~ &&issed with prejudice and 
4 

NEW ..,A 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Winters and Thelma Winters 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22457AW 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER AND DOROTHY 
WALKER, 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 

i Index No.: 119376/00, 1 Q 70201/ 

j (Heitler, J.) 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cIaims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Rhbert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. - NEW -,&Ukrd A. Walker and 

COUNTY CLERKS OF"C5torney for Plaintiffs 
Dorothy Walker 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-0574G 

N0040474-1 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S.Part30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 119376/00 
THIS DOCUMENT FEFERS TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER AND DOROTHY 
WALKER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- I Defendants. j I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that dants, all claims and cross claims against 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and without defendant, Patterson Pum 

JUN 2 5 2011 costs. 

TY CLERKS OFFICE 

9 \ Attorney for Plaintiffs \< 

Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Clifford A. Walker and Dorothy Walker 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-9315 

N0040478-1 

,nti~ t 6 2011' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 

i Index No.: 1 19376/0 0 107020 

j (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER AND DOROTHY 
WALKER, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et ul., 1 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, T i s h r r J ~ @ j i d @ ~  Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, ~ U N ~ V  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

ORDERED, that upon noti CFW all co-defenda@s,-ms and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati 5k.L E t h L e  L e  hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 24 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clifford A. Walker and Dorothy Walker 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22457G 

N0040478- 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No.: 119376/00, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER AND DOROTHY 
WALKER, 

Plain tiffs , 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
i 

defendant. Treadwell Corpora 

without costs. 

eby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 24 zai i  
Dated: New York, New York ?//,( ,201 I CM~N ~y CLERK’S OFFIG 

N E ~ Y ~ K  /,t 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & n U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Clifford A. Walker and Dorothy 
WSITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-171 68 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY [ NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 119376/00, 070201/0 

ASBESTOS LTTIGATJON 

THIS DOCIJMENT W,FERS TO: 

ELIZABETH WALKER, INDIVIDUALLY AND i 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
THEODORE F. WALKER, 

0 
; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
JUN 2 4  2011 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y_ck, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pumo Co. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Theodort - + *  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-0074 

N004047X-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH WALKER, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE 
ESTATE OF THEODORE F. WALKER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 119376/00, 070201/ 

j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

0 
Plaintiffs, [ MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201,l 

A@rney for DefeQ$ant - 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

>ca,-+A* 

\>!& "+% Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Theodore F. Walker 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LWXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

2383-22622 

.- NEW YORK .. < 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALTON H. 
THOMPKIN S, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, I.) 

Index No.: 119377/ 

A. C. & S., INC.’ et al., 

Defendants. ~ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND OWER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary Jdgrnent --I 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., t t r v b y  dismissed with prejudice and without 
i 

JUN 24 2011 
costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

~t torney  for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alton H. Thompkins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-5743 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALTON H. 
THOMPKlNS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et d., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3 .) 

Index No.: I 19377106=$ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and without 
, 
, *  

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be an 

costs. JUN 2 4 
mNrr CLERK,S OFf 1o 

201 
NEW YQR 

Rob& Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alton H. Thompkins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-0S80M 

N0040474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

T.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALTON H. 
THOMPKINS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119377/@5-> 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Tread-well Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up n tice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, ' h E t L e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

CouNry CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK Dated: New York, N e y  York 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Alton H. Thornpkins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-16970 

N0040478-1 



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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALTON H. 
THOMPKINS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary i 
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 & Conrpan b k p  De are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
* 
i 

JUN 24 2011 without costs. 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Alton H. Thompkins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

1 

New York, New York 10004 - A /  A 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

/ New Y0rk,&~~York..1.0003 
( r 2 )  558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1122-17525 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
rN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MAMIE THOMPKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF ALTON H. 
THOMPKINS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 19377/00,@%%3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being .no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defend all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Tishman Liquidating F orp. f b ! m d E  

without costs. 
! JUM 2 4  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Afton H. Thompkins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22462M 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 f; 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
XN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
’ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF OSCAR H. SPARLING, AND 
JOAN C. SPARLING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 119378/0 , 107403/01 0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice. in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto,, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

c be and the sam are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F7h&D f defendant, Courter & Cornp 

without costs. .! 

Dated: New York, New York 24 tbOr 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 ,**.*(2 12) 5 5 8-5 500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 11 22-20476 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF OSCAR H. SPARLING, AND 
JOAN C. SPARLING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patters e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

lmdn CLERK’S OFFICE < 

. L .. . 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Oscar H. Sparling 
Wsirz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-7459 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index No.: 11 9 3 7 8 1 0 d k G &  
WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, JR., EXECUTOR FOR ! 
THE ESTATE WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, SR. AND j 
ELIZABETH TAHIRAK, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice-in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

! F I L E D  
defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE fiwmng 

NEW YORK 

P 

Rob’ert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGiWY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

~ttorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate William J. Tahirak, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10003 
&-&J&j@,. -__. 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2571 -0580E 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 119378/0 , 107403/01 

i 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

D THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF OSCAR H. SPARLING, AND 
JOAN C. SPARLING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
1 

prejudice and without " F I L E D  'cost 

Estate of Oscar H. Sparling 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-5791s 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index No.: 119378/00@ 
WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, JR., EXECUTOR FOR j 
THE ESTATE WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, SR. AND j 
ELIZABETH TAHIKAK, ! NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. / :FILED 
Dated: New York, New York JUN 2 4 2011 

OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate William J. Tahirak, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (2127558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 454-4648 

N0040478-1 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT MFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, JR., EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, SR. AND 
ELIZABETH TAHIRAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 1 9 3 7 8 1 0 6 z 9  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati&&.& & t h b e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JW 2 4  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate William J.  Tahirak, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22462E 

N0040478-1 

3UM 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I without costs. 

COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 119378/6&=& 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, JR., EXECUTOR FOR ! 
THE ESTATE WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK, SR. AND i 
ELIZABETH TAHIRAK, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

JUN 2 4  2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

I 

I Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 

~ 

+9 201 f WUNTY CLERK’ &L NEWYO 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate William J. Tahirak, Sr. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGE& P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1235-16744 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. : 
~~~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Corporatio hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

I N0040478-1 

~ 

I JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF OSCAR H. SPARLING, AND 
JOAN C. SPARLING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., PIC., et al., 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

n 
Index No.: 1 19378/00, {07403/01 d 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with .prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corpb;;;ia, k e h p e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 2 4  2Qll 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Oscar H. Sparling 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New Y ork, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDEED,  1 

Hon. Shew- Heitler 1235-19962 

N0040478-1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOAN C. SPARLING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF OSCAR H. SPARLING, AND 
JOAN C. SPARLING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 1 1 9 3 7 8 , P s  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up0 ndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
JUN 2 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Oscar H. Sparling 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEV & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 T x "  
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED,  

New XQ&, .New York 10003 e 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Kleii Heitler 2383-22459s 

N0040478-1 JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
~~~, 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

d 

i NYCAL 
w ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

' (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHY METZGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DENNIS M. WHALEN, 

Plaintiffs, 
z 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 107450/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
T/ /F . ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. Dennis M. Whalen 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHY METZGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DENNIS M. WHALEN, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J,) 

j Index No.: 107450/01 

i NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney tor Uelendant 
Courter & Company, Tnc. 
MCG~VNEY & U U G E K ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Dennis M. Whalen 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHY METZGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DENNIS M. WHALEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107450/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dennis M. Whalen 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

N0040474- 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHY METZGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DENNIS M. WHALEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107450/01 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

, MOTION AND ORDER .' 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudiceand without costs. F I L E D 
Dated: New York, New York 

Dennis M. Whalen 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-6017 

NOM0478- 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107450/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHY METZGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! 
ESTATE OF DENNIS M. WHALEN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

P 1 ai n t i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y 
11 1UN 2 4 2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-1 1287 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF RAYMOND J. RYSKOWSKI, 
AND DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. I 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Compan 

without casts. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 2 4  2011 Dated: New York, New York + 201c0 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Raymond J. Ryskowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 " 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-16295 

(NOO49460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR i 
THE ESTATE OF RAYMOND J. RYSKOWSKI, j 
AND DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition ,thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 6, 2011 JUN 2 4 2011 
ca-,Au/FOUNTY CLERK'S 0 

* Y P I L W  

+RK 
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Raymond J, Ryskowslci 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

" .  (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-15664 

{N0044460-1} 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A,S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF RAYMOND J. RYSKOWSKI, 
AND DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
-I 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating 

i without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUR i 4 2@1f 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Raymond J. Ryskowski 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-224583 

(N0049460-1] 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 11 

THE ESTATE OF RAYMOND J. RYSKOWSKI, j 
AND DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, i NO OPPOSITION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, AS EXECUTRIX FOR &%?I 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs. 
- 

Dated: New Yo&, New York 6/6 2011 JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK‘S 0 \i,x-l-b * NEW YORK 
Matthew -par, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Raymond J. Ryskowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-5143AT 

{N0049460-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitla, J.) 

I Index No.: 119375/00, 07774/01 
NANCY L. W A N T ,  AS ADMINISTRATIX FOR I 

THE ESTATE OF EDWARD E. W A N T ,  
0 I THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

I 

I 
I 
I INDIVIDUALLY, I Plaintiff(s), I 
I 
I 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I I MOTION AND ORDER A.O. SMITH PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
I 
I Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., b with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New 

E 
Nicole Wesselman, Esq. (1 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Estate of Edward E. Wyant, Sr. Kentile Floors, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

{N0051497-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 19375/00,(;07774/0l/ 

EDWARD WYANT SR. AND NANCY WYANT, ! 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 j u N  2 4 '1311 
(212) 509-3456 

2383-22464K 

N0040478-1 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 1.) 

i Index No.: 11 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD WYANT SR. AND NANCY WYANT, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell ' Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-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 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 *'^ ' 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Wyant Sr. and flancy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.G. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ': JuN 2 4 2e"ir 
(212) 558-5500 ! / 'S OFF\GE GooNn CLERb : 

SO OWERED, NEW W b ~  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 123517522 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD E, WYANT, SR. 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
T \& ,2011 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are her 

I 

L' \ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

JUN 1 6  2011 SO ORDERED, 

1527736 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD WYANT SR. AND NANCY WYANT, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 19375/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCCIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Wyant Sr. and Nancy Wyant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Xork, New York 10003 

-""-v'72i'z) 5 5 8-5 500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 454-9459 

N0040478-1 



SUPREME coum OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
! Index No.: 108012/01 

FLORENCE L. ANUNDSON, AS EXECUTRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILIP F. ANUNDSON, j 
AND FLORENCE L. ANUNDSON, 
INDIVIDUALLY, ! NO OPPOSITION 

/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the sarne are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- d  

Q4 NEWYORK 
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
McGivmY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Philip F. Anundson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 A 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-7491 

(N0049460-1) 

1JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i l.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108012/01 

FLORENCE L. ANUNDSON, AS EXECUTRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILIP F. ANUNDSON, j 
AND FLORENCE L. ANUNDSON, 
INDIVIDUALLY, ! NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary juqment n 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
I 

Dated: New Yor , New York + ,201 1 

u+ 
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Philip F. Anundson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-7008 

{ N0049460-1} 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLORENCE L. ANUNDSON, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILIP F. ANUNDSON, 
AND FLORENCE L. ANUNDSON, 
INDIVIDUALLY? 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & $., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 1080 12/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  j 
r 

" JUN 2 4 2011 Dated: New York, New York d( ,2011 

FFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Philip F. Anundson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (2 1 21/55 8-5 5 00 

J 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry'Klein Hktler 2383-23 186 

{NO042 173- I } 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1080 12/0 1 

FLORENCE L. ANUNDSON, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILIP F. ANUNDSON, j 
AND FLORENCE L,. ANUNDSON, 
INDIVIDUALLY, j NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
JUN 2 4 lip11 

1 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Philip F. Anundson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-6163 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FLORENCE L. ANUNDSON, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILIP F. ANUNDSON, 
AND FLORENCE L. ANUNDSON, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No,: 108012/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

F I L E D  1 costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
l!b PI ,2011 

FFlCE 

KerrqanaCealQ’ Y Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Philip F. Anundson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454-1039 

(N0049460-1) 

JUN 1 6  2011 



HOAOLAiW, LOFKK) 
MORAN,WNST8 
DOUKAS, U P  
A T T W Y S  AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEYS MLL RD 
summ 
HAMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

MARY JANE MASSARO, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH ANTHONY 
MASSARO, JR. AND MARY JEAN MASSARO, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

I 

i INDEX NO.: 01-108713 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

A.C. AND S,, INC., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

n 
E 33 

R. KAGAN, ESQ. 
- r v  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Mary Jane Massaro, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of Joseph Anthony Massaro, Jr. and 
Mary Jean Massaro, Individually 
700 Broadway ! New York, NY 10003 F I L E D  

JUN 2 4  2011 SO ORDERED: 

CoUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK i 

JUlv x 62011 



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.) 

i Index No. : 1 090 1 6/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD MARINGIONE AND SHIRLEY 
MARINGIONE, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
!+ ’ ,2011 + MatthewD am r,Esq. 

Attorney fob f6ndan t  Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. Gerald Maringione and Shirley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED,  I 

I 

324-6198 I 

(N0049460-1} 



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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 109016/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERALD MARINGIONE AND SHIRLEY 
MARINGIONE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gerald Maringione and Shirley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-0786 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1090 16/0 1 

GERALD MARINGIONE AND SHIRLEY 
MARINGIONE, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Gerald Maringione and Shirley Maringione 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 3 

F I L E D  \ 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

500 JUN 2 4 2011 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNn CLERKS OFFIE 
NEW YORK 

2383-23257 

{ NO042 173- 1 } 



" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 1 3 1 - - - * 1 1 - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all oo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

JUN 24 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YOAK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1565.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 109598/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PHILIP WRIGHT, 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMGRY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and 

to either party. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHERINE ROMANO, EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ANTHONY 1. ROMANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 110165/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & C G * ,  &.,Ew same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JW 24 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony J .  Romano 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-19433 

N0040474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHERINE ROMANO, EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. ROMANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110165/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  

m N T Y  CLERKS OF 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony J. Romano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
454-1028 

N0040474-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 110165/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KATHERINE ROMANO, EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. ROMANO, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman LiquFtiJ &.E a h e  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 25 2011 without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony J. Romano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 

2383-23309 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0040474-1 

JUN 16,2011 



SUPREME C URT YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

F THE STATE OF NE\ 

-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
Richard John Mayerick, as Personal 
Representative fo r  the Estate of Harold 
McGinn, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S .  Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 110438/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
S-Y JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 

DiBono Plaster prejudice, and there being n 

opposition thereto, d I 

JUN 24 2flH 
ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice $0 all co-defendants, all claim 

and cross claims ad6WWRWefendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 
'COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIqE 

I n c . ,  be dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
A T )  , 2011 

Matthew T. MacIntyreyEsq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys fo r  Plaintiff 
Richard John Mayerick, a s  Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  
Personal Representative for the Inc. 
Estate of Harold McGinn 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 

. :  10924-6432 
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 
DANIEL M. PRATT I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 108 14/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMGRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rbles Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W 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 W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Xnc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

so ORDERED, 

File No.: 473.863 1 1 

-G 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ALPHONSO JACKSON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1561 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., hereby request summary I 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flwa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86022 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ - _ " _ - - - r l _ _ _ _ " _ _ - 3 1 1 _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ f _ _ ~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Pasquale Rasile 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) n 
Index ko: 1 1 12 18/01) 

1 15624/01 

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 Practico 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 ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

F l u E f )  
JuN 24 2011 

'"jmie R, Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

462 143 I .  I 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X r - - - - - - - l - C * I  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in tlia 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 crass claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without casts. 

Dated: N Yor ,New York 

‘ F I L E ~  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File Na. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621603.1 

3WN 1620H 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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 W a  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience ma BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2123 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523 

(914) 345-7301 
7 3 . 8 5 9 8 q  ' 

- 

SO ORDERED, CLERK 
GouqNeM YO* 

EDWARD FRANK I.A.S. P m + D  
Index N I 1220/01 & 

Attorneys for Adience UWW BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index 0 0.: 111 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER AND KATHRYN S. 
TANNER, 

1 1583 1/01 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and FfCt&B ; defendant, Tishman Liquidating C 

without costs. 7 

JUN 24 2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

I 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William P. Tanner and Kathryn S. Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kdin Heitler 

2383-23450AV 

(N0042173-1) 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTO$ LITIGATION 

Joseph J. Maiello 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N G s ?  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X . , 1 - * * _ - 1 3 -  

462 15 18.1 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

1 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  3 1 

4@u- JUN 24 2011 

UNTY CLERKS OFFICE ' +&a 
.- NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER AND KATHRYN S. 
TANNER, 

j Index No.: 11 1222/01 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et a]., 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump by dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs h 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

William P. Tanner and Kathryn S,  Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-1 11 7 

{NO042 173- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CHARLES A. LASS I.A.S. Past 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORlDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fk/a B M ,  Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, h c .  f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, hc. fk/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
n 

Attorneys for Plaintiffls) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/kh Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 105 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY BOIANO AND ANNA BOIANO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C ,  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 11 1223/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGME IT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6,/3 ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEMD, 

2383-234720 

(NO042 173-1 } 

JUN 162011 



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. 

e -.+,>. 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG F I c : k D  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY I0003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"' Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 0533S.gOOOl 

+..- ~ ."+ -* 

SO ORDEMD, 

1621689.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY BOIANO AND ANNA BOIANO, 
i Index No.: 11 1223/01 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 

__ 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Hon. Sxerry Klein Hxitler 

Attorney for Plaintiffs \I . I  

Anthony Boiano and Anna Boiano 
WEl’rZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

1235-8112 

{ N004946O- 1 ) 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY BOIANO AND ANNA BOIANO, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 11 1223/01 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
n 

6 / f  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony Boiano and Anna Boiano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 

F\LEP A 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JuN 2 4 a\‘ 

1122-8609 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY BOIANO AND ANNA BOIANO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crods claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadwav 

(212) 509-3456 
10004 - New York, NLw 

SO ORDERED, - NN 2 4 2011 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - " * ~ - - ~ I - c " " * * ~ - " ~ - ~ _ r - 1 - _ 1 1 - - - - - - - - - 1 - - ~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Sidney Srnoller 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitieq J.) 

IndexNa: 1 e 
NO OPPOSlTION 
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, witliout prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aminst defendant - 
A,W, CHESTEETTON CbMPA hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York. New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

&A@ 

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 100 i 7 

4- i le Naa..Q5 33 5,0000 1 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
PETER MATTHEWS JR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index w m  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cs-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, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86030 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN I fi 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN R E  NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ " l l _ _ - - _ r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - r - - - - - - - - I - - - - - - - " - - - - - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_"______________r____l_______l_ l_____l l_ -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

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, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - - -  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621492.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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. F I L E D  d i 

4 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE - 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

4621284.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I I 

X - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - I  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York # 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4621494.1 



SUPMME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
AS BEST0 S LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER DIMARTINO 

IndexNos. 12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, f/Wa Viacom 

hc . ,  successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, f/Wa 

Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter “CBS Corporation”) hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that u p s  s, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant CBS Corporation, herdby dismissed with prejudice and without 
9 

jUN 2 4  zmr costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yo 

EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MALAlBY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

0 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

deJN 1 6  2011’ 
Dated: 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER DIMARTINO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks Company, Inc. hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks 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 Cleaver-Broo F C f n e e e . $  and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. ? 

JUN 2 4  2011 

IKS OFFICE 

MALABY 
Attorneys for Defendant 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 I (212) 791-0285 

HWEITZ & LUmNBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rN RE: 
X 

NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNos. 1 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER DIMARTINO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 1 
MOTION AND OFtDER i 

! X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t F o e  

defendant Morse Diesel, hc. ,  

costs. JUN 2 4  2011 

*osario Ch’e’fa, Esq. 
MALABY & BIRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 



From: FAXmaker To: Talene N Page: 2/2 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LEIGATION 

Date: 8111201 I 4:54:59 PM 

Index No.: 11 1226/01 

PETER DIMARTINO, 
P laintiff(s), 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC!., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practicc Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaktiff 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 agaimt 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are he 

to either party. 

&&sed with prejudice and without costs 

F I L E  

WEITZ LUXENBERG, a.c> ’ 0 sMfi MCCAMBRIDGE () 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ I c I _ _ - - _ I c _ " " - - _ - - - - 1 - - - - l l r l l r l l - 1 -  

This Document Relates To: 

Louis Montelleone 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 
plaintifis' complaint against defendant A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W, CNESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Frank M. Ort .iz, Esq. 
-k, 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG %,-\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1OdO3 

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. 05335.00001 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ - _ - - - l l r l l - l - * - - l _ - - - - - - - - 1 1 - r - 1 - - " - - - - " - - - - - -  

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: lndexko: ).lJDKd 
12346010 1 

Jorge Rarnos NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ - - - - - - _ l l ~ r l c C c l l r 3 ~ ~ - - - I ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-ontitled 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 oppositicln thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the -me are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. F I L E D  

--***F":-' 'h"., -. Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York. New York 10017 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

tie Go. 05335,00001 

SO ORDERED, 

1621624. 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 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER 

123457/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/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 EIWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
n 

$ 
'"**=*&&.; 

' 5 , "  tL 

% 
Frank Ortiz, E>i? 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc, 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86658 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 2 4 21111 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUN 1 6  20114 



I 
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 
RONALD KIRK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1214 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flwa BMI, Inc,, hereby requqst summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-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 & L T J ~ N B E R G ,  P.C. \>(,,# 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& C-NEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, IQC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(9 14) 345-730 1 

SO ORDERED, 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X I l l - - f -___- - - - - l l - - -_ f - - - - - - - - -" - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

William H. W h q ,  Jr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J,) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTQN 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 COMPA NFberregea here;by dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

4 

&{A R 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I SO East 4Znd Street 
New York. New York 1001 7 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

4621798. I 

JUN P 6 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

LLOYD PATTERSON 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

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 W 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 W a  BMI, hc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1052 

File No.: 473.86039 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_"_______3-1_1*_____lr_______r_____l____"  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles Thomas 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

Index 

190027/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WI-fEREFORE, 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 lipon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN (a DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

462 17 IS. I 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CJXESTERTQN 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 COMPA 
without costs. 

hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

Dated: New Y-ork. New York JUN 2:r 2011 

' CLERK'S OFFICE 

-- 
NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New, York, New York 1001 7 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, - 

4621732.1 JUN 1 6  2011 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X " - - - - - l - - * l _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON C O m A  
without costs. 

hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New, York. New York IO0 1 7 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New Yark, NY 10003 

File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, - 

JUN 162011 4621732.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL A. RUZZI AND JACQUELINE 
RUZZI, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1231/01 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Michael A. Ruzzi and Jacqueline Ruzzi 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

454-1464AR 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL A. RUZZI AND JACQUELINE 
RUZZI, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1231/01 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. t 
~. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  1 

Michele J. Mihieman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork. New Y ork 10004 

Michael A. Ruzzi and Jacqueline Ruzzi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 /1 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-0199AR 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



1 1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN E: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
LOUIS J. ANGELILLO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 1 1 123 1/01 

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 W 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. 

WEITZ gi LUGNBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New Yo&, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience ywrl BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.85903 
(914) 345-7301 

so ORDERED, F I L E D  
JUN 2 4 2041 

- 

i 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUN 1 6  ZOtl  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.&+$ 

RUDOLPH BIBOW, NO OPPOSITION 
Plainti ff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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: d c  ,2011 
New York, New York 

I 
I 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 4 2011 Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

'INGER &C MAHoMY9 LTl&o"~n CLERK% OF ACE Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain NEW YORK - 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN I 6 a#' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___-_--_l_l l________l l________r_l_______-  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

James B. Fleming 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 11 \a 
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. CmSTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. OS33S.00001 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4621472.1 JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ ~  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Victor W. Maselli 

,.. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

IndexNo: 1 (-7z.gb 
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 ork, New York F I L E D  * JUN 2 4 2011 

& A n t  COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4621524.1 
JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
T h i s  Document Relates to: 

JAMES E. SPEARMAN 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience Wa BMI, Inc., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 

(----#z4% 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 W 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 W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
n 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Nunziante Contino 

.. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N e  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

F I L E D :  
Dated: New York. New York 

TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

-..a- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELh4AN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4621275.1 



This Document Relates To: 

Patricia F. Fagen 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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. 05335.00001 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JW 1 6 2011 
462 1 304. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLTON BUTLER AND SYLVIA BUTLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and moss claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York & 2011 

- 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ‘ 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Carlton Butler and Sylvia Butler 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

Oakfabco IC. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

JUN 2 ! 2011 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-07796  \ k 

{NO042 173-1 } 



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: 

CARLTON BUTLER AND SYLVIA BUTLER, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J+) 

Index No.: 11 1236/01 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q 3  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Y ork 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

{ NO042 173-1 ] 

2383-23613R 

JUN 123 811 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1236/01 
/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLTON BUTLER AND SYLVIA BUTLER, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

(2 12) 509-3456 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGB 

NEW YOflK 

(N0049460-1) 

324-62153 

1. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11 1236/01 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLTON BUTLER AND SYLVIA BUTLER, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L13 ,2011 

Michele J. Mittlekian, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Carlton Butler and Sylvia Butler 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yo 043L E Q \, \ 

4. 1 

JjN 2 5 2011 

g w  YO86 

-" ; 

B 
GouNTy CLERK'SOFflrn 

(212) 558-5500 
_"___ 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry Klein &itler 

1122-120 

{ N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i 1.A.S Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 1236/01 

CARLTON BUTLER AND SYLVIA BUTLER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER I 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q 3  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.’ ? \%,. Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwel I Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Carlton Butler and Sylvia Butler 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

1235-11511 

{N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x - - L - _ _ I - - _ - - - - - _ * _ . _ - ~ - - - ~ - - - - ~ - ~ - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Albert V. Welischar 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-tntitied 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. 

($j&&;h# 
,I 

li 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

ork, New York 1001 7 
e No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New Y ork, NY I0003 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1793.1 

JUN 16 201i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 15469/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EVAM. MASI, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEWFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

& h e y & s s e d  with prejudice and without costs Defendant, Weil-McLain be and th 

to either party. 

-. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRXDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

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 
ALPHONSO JACKSON 

11 1218/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience Ellda 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 W a  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cd-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File (914) No.: 345-7301 473,86022 F \ @ " *  
2IN 

s OF@ 
JUNi2 

SO ORDERED, 
qyJNTY GLEBK .I& 

@ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: lndex No: 11 1218/01 
{-7-izzJj 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby tequehts summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTQN 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. 

?Bie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER,. MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42'' Street 
New Y ork, New York 1 00 I 7 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Atloniey for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

462163 I .  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r__-----r_--___--__-_l_________l_____l__- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -__l_--___-_l__lr_______ll__ll__________- 

This Document Relates To: 

' Joseph J. Maiello 

" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 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. 

a 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  1 
JUN 24 2011 - 

I 

4iE""  .WUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCE &a@ 
*II_.y_yI 

NEW YORK 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 'I, WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

1 462 1518.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
THOMAS MCCAFFERTY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115817/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANXI OROER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience Wa BMI, Inc,, hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience 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 W a  BMI, IC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank O r t u q ,  
WEITZ dk LUXENBERG, P X X ,  
Attorneys for PlaintifT(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Att~rney~ for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 $aw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New Yark 10523 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, 1.) 

j Index No.: 1 1 1222/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM P. TANNER AND KATHRYN S. 
TANNER, 

@EzziD 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

are hGreby dismissed with prejudice and PPCtgg j  ; defendant, Tishman Liquidating C 

without costs. 4 

Dated: New York, New York 
'UN 2 4 2011 

7 2011 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

LaL- 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Coy. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
William P. Tanner and Kathryn S. Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ork, New York 10003 

238323450AV 

(NO0421 73-1 ) 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES A. LASS 
This Document Relates to: N Y C K  I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

IndexNo: 110 
11 1222/01 qdYE22) 

117033/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fk/a BMI, hc., 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 fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fWa Adience, Inc. fk/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, hc. E/Wa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, be and the sanie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, flwa Adience. Inc. fk/a BMI 
530 Saw Mill Rive; Road 
Elmsford, New York 105 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RIELATES TO: 

JOHN J. MCCUE and EDNA MCCUE, 
Plaintiff(@, 

A.C. & S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING 6i SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 116146/01 

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 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. 

T \ 3 A \ \  

WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 116146/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN MCCUE, 
Plaintiff($), 

- against - 

AC and S,  INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

d with prejudice and without costs ‘b Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the samg are hereby 

to either party. 
‘4- 

rur l  J U I l  <, 

New York, New York 

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

‘JUN 162011 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
__-_-_-_-rl_______"____ll___llrl l_r___l_~ X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates To: IndexNo: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _- -_r___r_ l f____- - l______l l l l l__r____l__-  

Nikola Picinics NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

____"ll_____l___"____-----f-r-C---l--lll- 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, withaut 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. 

oFFJ@& R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY I0003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 1 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

/-.- - 
*" \ 

SO ORDERED, 

4621403.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

I 
I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1492.1 



# * I C - -  - I - - - -  - .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 1 - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

F I L E D  1 
I f JUN 2 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK .- L 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4621520.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

€N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JAMES E. SPEARMAN 

WHEREFOE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., 

NYCAL I.A.S. P m o  

Index N : 119217/01 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 W 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. 
n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c.\\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 4 

FileNo.: 473.860F \ L 
101' .. \k\ 9. t! 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - _ - _ _ 1 _ _ _ - - _ - - 1 - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -r--_---__--_------__l________l___l_l___~ 

, (  
This Document Relates To: 

Patricia F. Fagen NO OPPOSITION 
I 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - _ _ _ _ - _ - _ - - _ " _ - - c - _ _ 1 1 _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

W E E F O R E ,  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 COME'ANY, 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. 

F1LE.D 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

462 13 04.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____r l_____r_____"r____r________ l r l______  X 

IN RE NEW Y O K  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Nunziante Contino 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11- 

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. 

7: F I L E  
Dated: New York. New York 

$ 

N ry C L F ~ I K ' S  OFFICE 

.I An 

NEW YORK 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1275.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
EDWARD FRANK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 12 0 487101 

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 W 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 W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintirns) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adieuce fkfa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

73.8598+ \ La 
$)N 2 4 

SO ORDERED, CLERKS 
G0UNflNEM YO* 

(JFFtGE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
LLOYD PATTERSON 

1 1 122910 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ieuce Vwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 1 

File No.: 473.86039 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

s 

,’* 

A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - x  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles Thomas 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5.) 

Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WIiEREFORE, 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 ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

? 

I 

*---a 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
W E1TZ & LUXENB ERG 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R, Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

SO ORDERED, 

462 17 18.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FRANCIS MCGOWAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19767/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience M a  BMI, Inc,, hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
I 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W 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 Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudicexd without costs. 

WEXTZ & LU~ENBERG, P.c?+, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86036 

,\LEQ 



Victor W. Maselli 

3 I -  - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

11 1232/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORTIER 

X * 1 1 1 * - " - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 I L E D  
JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELh4AN & DICKER LLP 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621524.1 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ l _ c l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l ~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

James B. Fleming 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. 

F I L E D :  
Dated: New York. New York 

JUN 2 4  2011 - 
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 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621472.1 JUN 1 6  $U^lt 



SUPREME COURT OF THE S T A E  OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FRED G.  SHEWON I.A,S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19783/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a 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 W 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 ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. Wa 

Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintif@,) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience vwrl BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. W a  BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86045 

SO ORDERED, 3 

Hon. SKerry Kle% Heitler 
4 

Y ,’ 
d 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ALFONSO D. MINES I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1978810 I 

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 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 W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



a 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOEX CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
WILLIAM MILETI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119798/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience Wa 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 ail 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. 

Allorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience UMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j T.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 120388/01 

CHARLES H. GEE AND MARILOU GEE, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. \ L E 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Charles H. Gee and Marilou Gee 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

J~~ 2 4 201t 

NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
R\c's OFFICE 

COUNTY CLE 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 j 

2383-246044 

JUN 1 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l " * l _ l - - - - - _ - - - - _ _ - - - - - - - t - - - l - l - - - - - ~ - - - - ~ - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

George M. Walsh 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tier, 1.) 

Index No: &%% 
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. CNESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being 110 oppositicn thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
b an the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and A.W. CHESTERTON COMPAN 

without costs. F I L E D  I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- 
., ! 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKDWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42'Id Street 

4621790.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - r _ r * - - _ l " _ * - - - l " _ - - _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ l l _ _ _ _ * _ _ I _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

James R. Skene 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Pari 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106 \&2) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitied 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 crass claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without areiudice and 
without costs. 

F I L E D  
Dated: New Y rk, New York 

JUN 24 2011 
F. 
a COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

a 
NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DJCKER LLP 

A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42'ld Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X *ll-----l___l_--_"_______ll----l-l-r---f- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

Index No: C-"-jE%& 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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, 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing I 

Dated: NcwY r k , N e w Y o F  / L E 1) & 
i%v 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I S O  East 4 Y d  Street 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plainliff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

York, New York IO017 
wr File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDEFED, 

462 1605. Y 



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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES H. GEE AND MARILOU GEE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&//I2 ,2011 

Courter & Comwny, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Charles H. Gee and Marilou Gee I 

JUN 2 4 2011 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIE 

NEW YORK (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-17840 

(N0042173-I} 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNd&C& 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES H. GEE AND MARILOU GEE, 106304/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

Treadwell Cbfporation 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

C’ (2 12) 509-3456 

1235-1 7286 

{N0042173-1) 

3UN 16 201t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
BESSIE F. LABARBERA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

Index No: e& 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience W 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 W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for PIaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience Ywa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York I0523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86025 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH VISCONTI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P M m )  

Index N 6  120389/01 &) 
1000 18/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W 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 fkla BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

0003 

II 

Attorneys for Adience W w  BMI Inc. 
I 530 Saw Mill River RoM 4 A w 

_. (914) 345-73 
File No.: 473.88070 

+* JUVI  



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O W  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CHARLES HADFIELD 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., hereby requesj summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W 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 W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience W a  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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FRED ZEROLNICK I.A.S. P a . t t w W . p ,  

Index No:(Q0390/0 1 d 
123945/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cci-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice* without costs. 

WEITZ & LU~ENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 

Attorneys for Adieuce ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86074 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



Vincent Cannizzaro 

* e -  - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J> 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY , hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 
4621258.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests suminary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A,W. CNESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OIZDER 

- x  

ORDERED, that upon notice to ail co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

'"N 2 4  2011 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ***< "? WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"6 Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
.Our Fila No, 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1593.1 3UN 1 6  201) 



SUPREME COURT OF TISE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
"------r____l______ll_lr_____l______l_ll- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Frank J. Saitta 

NYCAL 
LAX Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No: (4EEgb 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- _ L _ l - - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ r _ l _ _ l _ -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiff's' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ail codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON 
without costs. 

same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

I 
.J' I 

&id 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DlCKER LLP 

A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 I7 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Braadway Attorney far Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621679.1 JWN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ c _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I 1 I c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ ~  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John B. McDonald 

... 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) - 

IndefNo: J20394/01\ 
105789/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - _ l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - l  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 

TY cLERws OF,--,CE 
lvmf YORK 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

JUN 1 6 2011 
4621553.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 120395/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES CARPENTER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: d l 6  ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBFU 
SINGER & MGHONEY, LTD 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 k;w 2 ‘1 2Ol1 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



.. .-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O K  CITY 
X - - _ - - - - - c - - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ I l _ _ _ l l _ _ _ r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120395/0 1 

Charles I. Carpenter 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

OFtDER 
MOTION AND ! 

X _ _ I - _ _ I I I - - c _ I I c _ c " I 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. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOW'K 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

JUN 162011 
4621267.1 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 120395/01 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE TRINIDAD AND ELMIRA TRINIDAD, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co. 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

JUN 2 4 2011 

*T 2@1 XmNn CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

mf-5-h 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jose Trinidad and Elmira Trinidad 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 . ,  .~ 

... "." 

SO ORDERED, 

4543580AR 

(N0042173-1) 



- against - 

A.C. 22 s, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Index No.: 109574/02 

OKDEK 

N'YCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgmcnt in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rdes Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BCILEK WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ali claims and cross claims against 

defendant E'IJLTON 3OILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without 

httoiiiey for Plaintiffs W 0 , K S  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 553-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDEREL>, 
€Ion. s 

JUN 16 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


This Document Relates To: 

Alex Sparago 

Index No$z3 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary I 
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 YDrk, New York 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DTCKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New Y ork 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Frank M.  Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1705 1 JMN 1 6  2011' 



-'e- - - - . . . , . .. .. . . -. _ _  , , - ,  . _. 

,X.:/FB W3076O/Eepnl/Mal: 201 I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105054/02 L&;& 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursiiant 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 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

WORICS 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105054/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER V RRS 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, 

ORLIERED, 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. 

WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 



William J. Capek 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _ _ - * - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary I 
i judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELh4AN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

/ 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 16 2011 
4621264.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O U  CITY 
X _ _ - " - - - l - _ - * _ _ I - - 1 c - - - ~ ~ - - " - - l l - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I . A S  Part 30 

X _ r - - - " l l l _ l r r _ _ r _ r r _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W, CHFSTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the ahovt-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 ark, New York * 
-%., 1\ WEITZ & LUXENBERG \, 'A. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

_. -_ - 

so O R D E ~ ,  

JUN 2 4  2011 - 1  
1 CX)UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ' 

NEW YORK 

462 1369.1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
r__r____ l_____f_ -__ l__________ I_________-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 1006 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

" e 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

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. CHFSTERTON 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. 

F I L E D  
JJy- JUN 2 4  2011 

Dated: New ork, New York 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

/ Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 
4621282.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -_l__----____l__l__-____________lr______" 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, 5.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ - _ _ _ - - _ _ - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Nicholas Ferrandina NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
OlXDER I I 

JUDGMENT I 

X _ - _ 1 1 _ _ _ - - - _ - _ - _ _ _ _ 3 _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE!, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New Yor F I L E D  1 .  
4 

sririi, JUN 2 4  2011 

Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

.*- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 ti 2015 
4621466.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_llrl_______**_11131_------*----1- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Richard Vineski 

" * 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X . 3 - C - - * 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. CHE;STERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED. that upon notice to ail co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A,W, CHESTERTON COMFAN hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

JUN 2 4 2011 
Y .  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 
New Y o m a w  Yark 1001 7 

No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1727.1 LuN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

GERALD KAMMERMAN 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practi 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby request summary 

_..__ e Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being BO opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience ma BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

so ORDERED, 

File No.: 473.86023 

b 

d' Y ' I -  

'JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

PASQUAL IACOBELI 

NYCAL 

1235 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby reque3t summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W 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 W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintims) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience Uk/a &MI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86077 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle'ih Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ l l l l l _ " _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ - I - _ - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - * - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
" - - - - - - 1 1 1 " * 1 1 1 " 1 - _ 1 _ - - l - I I c r - - - l l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 
This Document Relates To: IndexNo: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Edward W. Swanson NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTQN COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
be and the Same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and A.W. CHESTERTQN COMPA 

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New or NewYork JUN 2 4 2011 

&L 

*rnlJNW CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK r 

P 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney far Defendant 
A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42Rd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our Fila No. 05335.00001 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LIJXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 

SO ORDERED? 

462 1715.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
L A W N C E  W. RYAN 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W 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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. W 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 fWa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. Wa 
Adience, Inc. Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEIT2 dk LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, NY 10003 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
(212) 558-5500 

File No.: 473.860 

SO ORDERED, 
.=, 

J. ' 

JUN 162011 



This Document Relates To: 

" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CKESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

&p/ 1 { JUN 2 4  2011 
I 

P*. COUNlV CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4621254.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ERTIDO LARlUNAGA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J4) 

Index No: (--$E%$& 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W 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 W a  BM, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. -- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 11 12 Le 

RUDOLPH BIBOW, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFOFtE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, NC., 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. 

Dated: 6h-Q ,2011 
New York, New York 

JUN 2 4 2011 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

(212) 558-5500 

'INGER d& MAHoMY' LT%0~~7'Y CLERK'S OFFICE Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 

NEW YORK 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN f620fl '  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 120583/01 

MICHAEL A. RUZZI, NO OPPOSITION 
PlaintifKs), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 
~ ~ 

I 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafier (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

‘ce to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and e & e ~ ~ s m i s s e c l  with prejudice and without costs 

ORDERIED, that upon 

d 

to either party. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
rl_l____llll*ll____l_~_~*-----ll-ll* X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o m  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

"ll"________-r__l"ll~------t-fll-- X 
This Document Relates To: 

e 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the  same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York & 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 4 Y d  Street 

wwpL-.&;&- 

ti,., WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff I L E D 700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY I0003 

c 

462 1689.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

! (Hejtler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S.Part30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY BOIANO AND ANNA BOIANO, 

P 1 ain t i ffs , 

-against- / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

P’k 
B 1 

-. ~ ~ ~ ~ . , ~ ~ ~ ~  
-.. . - - .  

/ \  

Matthew D. karnph, Esq. y;y+;& 

vh Attorney for befendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony Boiano and Anna Boiano 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

JJN 2 4 2011 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED 

QUN py CLEWS OFF’GE 
324-S98& NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
l*__*___rr___l__**_____l___ll__l_ll____l- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Francis Joseph Towell 

NYCAL. 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the a5ove-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. 

JUN 2 4  2011 
CLERK'S OFFICE ! 

&Ifst 
I .  

- Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

WTLSON, ELSER, MOSKOW'ITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

ork, New York 100 17 

SO ORDERED, 

4621725. I 



Robert Ciro Mastromano 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, @---- 

d 
.I 1' 

1 

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. 05335.00001 

Hon. Sherry K. keitler 

462 1528.1 



John J. Owens NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New ' ork, ew York .a 

*m F I L E D :  -! 

f JUN 2 4  2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. NEW OFFI& R. Evans; Esq. CLERKS 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

rk, New York 100 17 
No. 05335.00001 

1." 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY I0003 

SO ORDERED, 

4621573.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

PETER MATTHEWS JR. 

I 
I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo: 1 1  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cs-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Lnc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86030 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDEED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ r c _ r 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ 1 * _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ -  X 

NYCAL 
LAS.  Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Sidney Smoller 

Index o: 121 1321 Q 
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 COMPA hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York 
71-3 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDEEMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney far Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"' Street 
New York, New York 10017 

462 1703.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE?W YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No, : 12 1426/0 1 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD MARTENS, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. F I L E D :  
f 4 

Dated: L I  2 ,2011 JUN 2 4  2011 
New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFlC 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 



HOAOLAND, LOWOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DCUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
WBRUNSWM(, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
7M WILTSEY'S M U  RD 
SUTE 202 
MWONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DOLORES MARTENS, AND AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
EDWARD MARTENS, AND DOLORES MARTENS, 
I NDlVl DUALLY, 

against 

A.C. AND S.. INC.. ET AL., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 01-121426 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

/-7 
DATED: New York, New York 

** EITZ & UXENBERG,LLP 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttor neys for Defendant , Dolores Martens, and 
<oh ler Cop 
40 Paterson Street 
Vew Brunswick, N 

Personal 
Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 

Martens, and Dolores Martens, Individually 

New York, NY 10003 

Representative for the 

D 700Broadway 

' U N  2 4  2011 
COUNTr CLERKS 0 

NEW YORK 
50 ORDERED: 

?c 



1 1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

RONALD KIRK 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OlRDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fWa 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 W a  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for P1aintiiX.s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

4% C O w m E Y ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473 
(914) 345-7301 

- SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X I l _ - - _ l l l - - - - - l l r l - f _ - - - - - - - - - - - - . ~ - - - * - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - * - _ - - - - - - - _ - _ - - - - - - - " - - - " - - - - " - - - - - - - - ~ -  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 1 * - - - - - - - * - - - 1 * *  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice ta all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA vrcegeo hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

V 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN gt DICKER LLP 

A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defeiidant 
New York, NY 10003 

n 
Our File No. 05335,00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621 798.1 

JUN 16 2011 



b 
I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: m W  YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FREDERICK BANG I.A.S. Part 30, Weitler, J.) 

Index No: I2 1 732/0 1 

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. 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 W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

*< r: O'NEILI.,, O'SldP 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 8c COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adienct 
New York, NY 10003 improperly named a$  pier IZ( 

Inc. f'Wa Adience, Inc. WMsl 

9 

-8 (2 12) 558-5500 
saw Mill KI 

Ehsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86591 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley i 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

BY By: 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry'Klein Heitler 

1341 9916.1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 1732/0 1 

Frederick E. Bang NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X . l l r _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMP dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

462 1237.1 JUN 1 6  2011 



"'* . . ... . ,* 

EDWARD J. BANG, as Executor for the Estate of 
FREDERICK E. BANG, 

: 

Plaintiff, 

Index No. 121732-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. and $. INC., et al., Including, 
MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corp dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

24 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

- 
- v ---- 

- 7- - r T T  

E -  f i t h m d  7 Esq. Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 

n (212) 506-1700 
SO ORDERE *.."-"*-" 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Albert V. Welischar 

NYCAL 
I.AS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be arid the same are hereby disinissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"' Street 

ork, New York 100 17 
e No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARLTON BUTLER AND SYLVIA BUTLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summasy judgment in the ! 
above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ j 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$/? ,2011 

C , d ;  *% 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Caslton Butler and Sylvia Butler 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

F I L E D  1 
(212) 509-3456 JUN 2 ? 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

{N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 122138/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
CHARLES RAMA, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintifqs), MOTION 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: \%\ , 2011 
New York, New York 

ulene N. Megerian, E . 
SEGAL McCAMBRI 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

New 700 Broadway York, NY 10003 
Attorneys Weil-McLain for Defendant F \ L E D * \  

i 5 E  

JUN 2 4 tu" (212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

F\C% 

SO ORDERED, 



John E. Behan 

- - - - - - - - - I -  

462 I25 1.1 
I 

- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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, 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - I I -_________._______________1__1__111_-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles E, Rama 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,> 

Index N o 2 2 7 1 7 / %  
22 138/0l,) 

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. CNESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk,N w York 

*[ 

JUN 2 4 2011 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. %'** 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A, W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621621.1 



t SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
.+" COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

<e '- IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) C W E S R A M A  

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 W a  BMI, hc., 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. 

n 

ience Vwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elrnsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C."""\),? 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

f-\* File No.: 473.86654 

SO ORDEED, 
JUN 2 4 2011 ruein neitler 

COUN'I'Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

; 

1 ' 

JUN 162011' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __-_--l_l-__l--_____l___l________l______- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

William J. Dowd 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X -__ - - - - -_ - - - - -__________ l l ______r______r -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: NewYor ,NewYork Jblv ~ ~ 20,, 
AL!L ihL  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

/--- 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1286.1 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CRESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42“d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 



536.10335/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW - F - - T r  Y. UKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 
(Honorab 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOFLATION, 
et al., 

Defendants 

30 
e Sherry Klein Heit-er) 

Index No. : 

(June 2011 FIFO Trial Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with 

DATED : 
JUN 2 4 2011 

DANE?L BLOUIN, ~ S Q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG , GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLIPJN 
700 Broadway Attorneys fo r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle R o c k  Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
E a s t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Stephen D. Hall 

WHF&EFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

? 

Julie R. Evan$ Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. OS33S.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621478,l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YQRK CITY 
fl_ll__*_________l_l"---"------ll- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Louis Montelleone 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

Index 
I 

NO QPPQSITION 
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. 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 1 Od03 

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 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ r _ r _ r l _ . . r _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Peter DiMartino 

- -  e , -  e .. .. 

IndexNo: 111 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

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. i F I L E D  .i i 
Dated: New ork New York .f., t )  JUN 2 4 2011 

i 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE - 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. OS33S.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER DIMARTINO 

Index No$. 122530/0 d 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, fMa Viacom 

Inc., successor by merger to CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania Corporation, fMa 

Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter “CBS Corporation”) hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CBS Corporation, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that up s, all claims and cross-claims against 

y dismissed with prejudice and without defendant CBS Corporation, b 
J J’‘ 24 ~ o r i  costs. 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintif 

New York, New York 10003 
Broadway, Suite 600 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER DIMARTNO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N 6 2 z a  
11 1226101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks Company, 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 Cleaver-Brooks Company, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant Cleaver-Broo FCfnee 0 and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

and without costs. ? 

JUN 2 4  2011 

Dated: 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

Dated: JUN I 6 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

x n 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PETER DIMARTINO 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 plaintifls 

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERF,D, thatFrf-m& tc:Qdefe9dmts, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and are$ereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. JUN 2 4  2011 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
Dated: New York, New % 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

I WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

..” 

SO ORDERED, D a t e d : L m  fi 70!! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
r - _ - - _ - l l l l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - r - - - - - - - - - r - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joseph J. Kennington 

.. .. .. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

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. CmSTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without casts, 

Dated: New York. New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New Y ark 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4621494.1. 



SUPRJ3ME 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 
JAMES R. MCDONAL,D I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 5 . )  

Index N 2 1 1 1 0 7 Y  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHIZREFOW, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fk/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fk/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

122703/0 

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 fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford,NewYork 10523 F 1 L E D 

JUN 2 4 2011 



SUPREME COIJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _r_"__----_.""l"__c_e___l_l______ll_llll- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index ?.!$ 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LAX Part 30 

X - - - r _ * l - - l _ l l _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - l l - - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - * - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 
without costs. 

lierqby dismissed without prejudice and 

Dated: New Y.ork, New York JUN 2 3 2011 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 1 7 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 'I. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY I0003 

File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, I 

462 1732,t 3UN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
BERNHARD SCHINDLER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 

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, he. ,  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, Nay  York 10523 

File No.: 473.86658 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 4 203' 

(914) 345-7301 

C O L I M ~  CLERKS OEIGE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUN x 6 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -------__"f-_*l-_rr_______l_lll__l___l__- 

NYCAL 

(Hei tler, J,) 

IndexNo: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - 1 1 - - - - - 1 3 r r f _ f _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ -  e This Document Relates To: 

Jorge Ramos NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - l - - - _ r _ _ " l l l _ _ " l _ _ - - - * - - - - - - - l -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no oppositicln 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. F I L E D  
Dated: New 

IUN 2 4  2011 
'-,* G O Y T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

" " I '  

NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York. New York I001 7 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

6urFite No. OS335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621624. 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 
plaintit&' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and A.W. CHESTERTON COMP 

without costs. TILED 

~ .. - I vans, Esq. 
w ILSON, ELSER; MOSKOWITZ, -\, WEITZ & L~JXENBERG $%%- '$ 

Attorneys for Plairrtiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1715.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X l - - - _ - _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l - _ _ l _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Vincent Cannizzaro 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. 

ul 

i 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O W  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CHARLES HADFIELD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

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 W 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. 

Attorneys for PIaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMX, 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 
X _ l - _ - l - - l l _ - _ _ - - r _ l e - - - ~ - - - - ~ - - - - * - - - - - - ~  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X I----l_f-l_-l-_---_rf___r__l-I--3C*-----”--~-------- 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFLDER 

! 
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. CJXESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-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 jork, New York F I L E D  
I JUN 2 4  2011 

rr .*,”&.*>, 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG LL ”4 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

-3.: ’%& 

5 
Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42”‘ Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1 S93.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

FRED ZEROLNICK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, I.) 
Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience Wa 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 Wa BMI, Inc., with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cb-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

RKS O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& w TNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience Enda BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86074 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 124181/01 
In Re: NEW Y O U  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EROTIDO LARRINAGA, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S,  INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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 h e r d  dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. F I L E D  

Jennifer I!! Budner, Esq. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New Y ork, NY 10022 

WEITZ & SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YO= CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ERTIDO LARRINAGA I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index wl-y 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., with 

I 

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  BMT, Inc., be. and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
h 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86026 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ 1 _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

George T. Birne 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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. 

F I L E D ;  
2 Dated: New York, New York uclll JUN 2 4  2011 

I Y 

COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 

+.  
NEW YORK 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

4621254.1 

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, 05335.00001 



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 
BESSIE F. LABARBERA I.AS. Pam 

Index N : 1 001 UOj2 & 
12038 1 

i NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience Wa BMI, Inc,, hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

I 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Y, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience lvwa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elnuford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86025 

a 

SO ORDERED, 



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: 
JOSEPH VISCONTI 

N7 2AL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, 3.) 

PndexNo: I e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 1 

I 

i WHEREFORE, defendant Adience 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 f/k/a BME, 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, hc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudiceed without costs. 

WEITZ dt LU~ENBERG, P.C.\J.~ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

n 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100157/02 

JOSEPH D. FESTA, 
PlaintifRs), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (‘VEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERIED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

disiissed with prejudice and without costs Defendant, Weil-McLain be 

to either party. 
TIS* 

JULN 4 4  2011 

New York, New Y o r w T y  CLERK‘S 
Dated: 613 , ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & M 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
0022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Richard Vineski 

I 1 " * - * 1 1 1 1 1 *  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPAN 
without costs. 

hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

JUN 2 4  2011 
T 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

ew York 10017 

SO ORDERED, 

4621727.1 JUN 1 6  2011 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ 1 - 1 _ - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - " " " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) n 

Index F1006 1 8/ d 
Nicholas Ferrandino 

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 F I L E D  
JUN 24 2011 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
EW YORK 

lligyylJ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York. New Yark 10017 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

.." Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ c _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ I c _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles M. Daly 

, -  e I * -  - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) n 

Index N d 2  00622/02 ) 
120429/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X c - c - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New F I L E D  
'UN 2 3  2011 

+&a 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

/ Our File No, 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, fi 
Hon. bEi$y K. Heitler 

4621282.1 
JUN 1 6 2031 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

VINCENT J. DADO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100873/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEMFORE, 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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a 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/Wa 

Adience, hc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

D 

I 

Frank Ortiz,hsc( 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

/'* '"" ' 

, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN k E i  TNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Ma BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED. (7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 101070/02 

WALTER VOSBURGH, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAN’) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain 

to either party. 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: 

T ne N. Megerian, Es 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. * p  S GALMcCAMBRI 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York. NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPRE?ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
LAWRENCE W. RYAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler? J.) 

Index No: 120432l01 & < 101080/02 > 
d 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience Wa 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 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fWa Adience, Inc. fWa 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 Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. W a  

Adience, Inc. Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WELT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

530 Saw Mill River Road 

SO ORDERED, 
P 

J1 



SUPrzEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: M W  YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
LAWRENCE W. RYAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120432101 & 

9 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fllda 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 W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. W 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 W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. W a  

Adience, Inc. Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

(2 12) 558-5500 

File No.: 473.860 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 101286/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ALEX T. MILLER, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

, F I L E D  to either party. 

’uN 24 2011 
Dated: ,2011 

New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO OIIDERED, 
Ron. Sherry Kleih Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

DIANE COVERT, as Administrator of the 
Estate of ROBERT COVERT (Decedent), and 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

Index No. 02-101424 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation 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 Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y M O  b , 2011 

&ohJdE, 
I - 

, Esq. 
1 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & WEITZ & 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5754 

1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 

JLJN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
’ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLYN ROBINSON, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CLIFTON ENOCH ROBINSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

Index No.: 101 939/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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 Corpqraffio re hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Clifton Enoch Robinson 
WEITZ & LLJXFNBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-1692 

{N0043781-1} 

JUN 1620111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLYN ROBINSON, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CLIFTON ENOCH ROBINSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

Index No.: 10 1939/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUN 2 4  2011 i 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Clifton Enoch Robinson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-2176 

JUN 16.2011 



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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 101939/02 

CAROLYN ROBINSON, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX OF THE ESTATE OF 
CLIFTON ENOCH ROBINSON AND 
CAROLYN ROBERINSON, INDIVIDUALLY, j NO OPPOSITION 

; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidati d the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
JUN 24 2011 

NEW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Clifton Enoch Robinson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-25164 

(N0043781-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CLIFTON E. ROBINSON J.A.S. Part 30 

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/Ma BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifls) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86109 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102010/02 

EVELYN M.HARRIS, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF WARD j 
EVART HARRIS, 

! NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, i I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b//3 ,2013 

/ 

Attorney for Defendant 

MCCIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Kentile Floors, Inc. L E D  

1 "  
700 Broadway E-- ' JUN 2 4 lot! 
New York, New York 18003. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 , 

(N0043781-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j LAS. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1020 10/02 

j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EVELYN M. HARRIS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS ADMINSTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WARD EVART HARRIS, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 6/4 ,2011 

' d - / 1 / / 4 5 4 /  

& m d  f i i f U d / k  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ward Evart Harris 
WErrZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\= 1 L E  D \, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 JUN 2 st 201' 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

CLERKS 0~'''~ 

2383-25172 

(NO04378 1 - I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFUS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
WARD EVAT HARRIS I.A.S. P a r t 3  

Index No: 102010/02 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOM, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience 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 f/Wa 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 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86093 

n 

SO ORDERED, \ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RES: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAZ, 

THOMAS J. CZORA, SR. I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fk/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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BW, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same 

costs. 

are 

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 flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

n File No. : 473.86089 

SO ORDEWD, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 102423/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MORRIS CLEMONS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: Lfd ,2011 
New York, New York 

T&ne N. Megerian, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRID 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LT 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

P I L E D  
JUN 2 4 2011 (212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 10022 
WNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
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: N Y C A L  
JAMES J. PRINGLE I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102509/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMt, 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 flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill Rtver Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

FileNo.: 473.86858 
(914) 345-7301 

Hon. Sherry Rleib Heitler 

JUh 

F I L E D  



Charles E, Rama NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTQN COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New Y rk, N w York 

,g,,P,,i JUN 2 4  2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"* Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 162 1.1 

JUN 16 2611 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
. , . "  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1- 
i 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CHARLESRAMA 

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 W a  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86654 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
FI L,E D 1 i  

JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F H E  
> NEW YORK 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X e e e 1 _ - 3 _ _ - - _ - - _ _ _ e _ e _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ e  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

John E, Behan 

, -  e e e e e .. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 1 3 c I _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ e e e e e e _ _ _ _ _ c _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New or ,NewYork Cr3FI\ JuN 24 2011 

JY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

--sui. 

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. 05335.00001 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

__-. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Heitler 

JUN 16 2019 
462 125 1.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

t 30, (HeitIer, J.) 
Index No: 10291 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rbles Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience ma BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. - 
Attorneys for Adience Wk/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Ehsford, New York 10523 

FileNo.: 473.8682$ \ c E Q 
gN . 

(212) 558-5500 
(914) 345-7301 

" JUN2! sc)fF\GE 
GLEBK 

G0UNflNE* .rOBK 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CWESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42& Street 
New York, New York 10017 

-.,. a*L-l 
\J WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Frank M .  Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1705. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. TAYLOR AND ADELAIDE M. 
TAYLOR, 

Index No.: 1 9 0 1 5 9 l ~ ~  

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., j 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F 
Dated: New York. New York Jllrii A ~ - 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Taylor and Adelaide M. Taylor 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

. New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h w  klein Heifler 

2571-0900 

{N0055936-1) 

JUN 1 6  2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the aboveqentitled 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 
without costs. 

dismissed without prejudice and 

r r  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York IO0 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1679.1 JUN I 6  2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

William J. Capek 

1 - 1 1  

WHERXFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the abave-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 b/7,h or ,NewYor I F I L E D  
' U N  2 4 2011 

ERK's OFFICE 
YORK 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 
462 1264.1 



John C. O’Malley 

. C  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEEFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the ahove-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 apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York -d&Q,-- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

&M 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DJCKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”‘ Street 
New York, New York 100 1 7 

JUN 1 6  2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER W O M S  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I____.-I -. s&kg Attorn Halbardier, for FULTON Esq. BOILER WORKS 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. ShenYKleinlHeitler 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 212 Date: 5/18/2011 1O:Ol :  19 AM 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTQN BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. E I 1. 

Weitz Luxenberg Barry McTiernan & Moore 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 

. nnZZ (212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

1 

1 

SO ORDERED, *. 

JUN 162011' 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS E. COSGROVE 
N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 105 175/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WJBREFORE, defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without c o 2 k  

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. 
530 Saw Mill Rwer Road 
Elmsford, New York 1052 
(914) 345-7301 

~ fiieNo.: 473.86809 

SO ORDERED, 
Han. Sherry Klein eitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105 175/02 

.. .- - -- -- -. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t p p e t i r  8 - d e f e n d a n t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
JUN 2 4  2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh 



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 

JAMES W. MCDONALD I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105389/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No,: 473.86848 
F\LEQ *. (914) 345-7301 

,uN 2 4 tu'' 
OFF@ 

EWS 
SO ORDERED, TYGL qoRfi 

G@ NE. 



IIOAGLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEVVBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN MCDONALD and SUSAN MCDONALD, 

against 

AQ.  SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-105789 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: -New Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MWAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kahle r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

PHA~V ALVARADO, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attor ne ys for Plaint iff (s) , 
John McDonald and Susan McDonald 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 



X 

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 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

JUN 1 6  2071 
462 1553.1 



Francis Joseph Towel1 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests s u m m q  
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York New York i 4w- JUN 2 4  2011 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No, 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1725. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_______________I______l____l____l_______- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__________""r r r___ l l________r_ l______r__"  X 
This Document Relates To: 

Robert Ciro Mastromano 

." 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X r - * - - - - - _ " " - * - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

F I L E ~  7 - d 

Dated: New York, New York 

&Re 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

+WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
-A*2  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No, 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kkeit ler  

462 1528.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: ------ : I n d e x y e  

j 
ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
$73 ,2011 

I 
Carohh. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald J. Zoyhofski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{NO042 173-1) 

2571-596 

JUN 1 6  



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index N o e !  1 15696/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant F U L T & O # . & ~  and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 2 4  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry m i e r n a n  & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



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: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

(NO042 173-1 ] 

JUN 162011 

Index No.: 106242/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald J. Zoyhofski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

2383-25404 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 106242/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald J. Zoyhofski 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  ' 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

JUN 2 4 2011 

NEW '(OW 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, C O I J N ~  CLE~XS OFFICE 

324-6426 

{ N0049460-1} 

Q d  I '  0120111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j T.A,S, Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106242/02 

j 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York L/L ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald J. Zoyhofski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-5795 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106242/02 

j 

j NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., TNC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, 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 
&,/5 ,2011 

R 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway I 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald J. Zoyhofski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 14003 F I L E D  42212) 558-5500 

JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
1235-2455 NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106242/02 

j 

j NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELOISE M. ZOYHOFSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., TNC., et aZ., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6 ; ~  ,2011 

w - 
Michele J .  Mihlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald J. Zoyhofski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~ ~ 4 - ~  

F \ L E Q  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-I } I 

1122-2932 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X " _ 1 - 3 - 1 r l _ _ _ _ _ _ - l _ _ l _ 1 1 - l - - * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

George M. Walsh 

NYCAL 
I.AS. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) n 

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 oppasiticn thereto, 

ORDERED, that umn notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON 
without costs. 

dismissed without prejudice and 

w York JUN 2 4 2011 

&44 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42'd Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

ut File No, 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1790. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l r 1 - - _ _ " - 1 _ 3 _ - _ _ - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

James R. Skene 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests suminary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTQN COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs, 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 4  2011 

c 
' COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

d F  .A;*'') tyvj --;& NEW YORK &$fa 
W*.JL ,.*J 

Julia R. Evans, Esq. 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Znd Street 
New York. New York 10017 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG , !  WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

442 1696.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I * *  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the abave-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

WEITZ LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

r File No. 0533S.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4621605.1 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42'" Street 
Neflork, New York 10017 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 1 

CHARLES H. GEE AND MARILOU GEE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SIJMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-17286 

{ N0042173-1} 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
~ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES H. GEE AND MARILOU GEE, 

Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are liereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
612 ) 201 1 

I 

Charles H. Gee and Marilou Gee 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003  COUNT^ CLERK'S OFFICE 

JUN 2 4 2011 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-17840 

(N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1063 10/02 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTINO, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, NC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

&sed with prejudice and without costs Defendant, Weil-McLain be and th&[ &e 

to either party, 

Dated: 

J ~ I V  I *I 2011 
4 

d 
New York, New York 

-7 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 106314/2002 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.D. CAPLES, 
Plaintiqs), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, NC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: b/b ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, GAL McCAMBRI 
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. JUN 4 2011 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant . 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain O U N ~  CLERK‘S OFFICE 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1106; NEW YORK 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O U  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES RYBACKI 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMM4RY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMT, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc , be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

'NEILL, O'BIUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473 87226 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERITS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORTC: 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY j NYCAL 

1 I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 5.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1254/04, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 
Plaintif%, 

-against- 
i NO OFPOSTTION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER A.C.& S., INC., et al., 
I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests surnmary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and without prejudice to its 

arguments and defenses 8s set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 

32 1 1 , and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, aI1 claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Ronald G. Pepperday 

WET= & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGWNEk' & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New Yo& New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
12354208 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
j (HeitIer, J,) 
I I 

[ hdexNo.: 1 
RONALD G, PEPPERDAY, e1254'w9 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGmNT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A.C,& S.,  TNC., et al., 

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summasy judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and without prejudice to its arguments and 

defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil Practice Law and Rule  8 3211, and there 

being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be qdc th 

Dated: NewYork,NewYark . 

issed with prejudice and without costs. 
i :  i. f f r s B  

JUN 24 2011 7/24 .2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco, Inc. Ronald G. Pepperday 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGE& P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10004 New Yorlc, New Yark 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2571-0001 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIC3ATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., JNC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No- 1254/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffi’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrid Equipment Co., with prejudice in this 

action, and without prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under 

Civil. Practice Law and Rules 0 321 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and moss claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. . i  F I L E D 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co, 
MCGMEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald G. Peppesday 
WErrZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

324-671XAll324-8234 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A,S, Part 30 
i (Heitlar, J.) 

/ Index No.: 11 1343/02,111254/M, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, I ( - - - - - 3 i 2 - - 3  
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., MC., et al., 

I 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter, & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintif%’ 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and without 

prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil Practice Law 

and Rules 6 32 1 1, 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  f sd 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald G. Pepperday 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.c, 
700 Broadway 
New York New Yark 10003 

M C G m Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yark 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

11224685 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: 'NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., INC., et al,, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Zompany, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules lj 3212, dismissing plthtiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, and without 

prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion fbr dismissal under Civil Practice Law 

and Rules $ 3 2  1 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross daims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 2 4  2011 

' COUNTY CLERK'S 0 
NEW YORK 

Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald G. Pepperday 
WEtTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

M G I V N E Y  & a U O E R ,  P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hbitler, J.) 

Index No.: Lm 254104, 
06999102 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

454-6011AI I454-10204 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (HeitIer, J.) 

! IndexNo.: 11 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, I 4&EJ9S4’04y 

Plaintiffs, I 

-against- 1 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C& S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. f 

WHEREFOW, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this action, 

and without prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil 

Practice Law and Rules 6 321 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon. notice to all co-defendants, dl claims and cross .claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating,C m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
‘ 1  
, I  

without costs. 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald G. Pepperday 
w m  & LUXENEIERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



536.10335/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF TI 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E TATE OF JEL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document r e l a t e s  to: 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

Y 

NY CAL 
I A S  PART 30 
(Honorable Sh 'y Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(June 2011 FIFO T r i a l  Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t he  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

livil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

:rossclairns against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

; a m p  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t h q w t  FoBts 

3ATED : 
Cast Hanover! N e d  Jersey JUN 2 s 2011 

)AN&L BLOUIN, h S Q .  
JEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY { GWHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
i t to rneys  for Plaintiff & FLINN 
'00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
I ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

10 ORDERED, 



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. F I L E D ?  

i 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4621286.1 



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. F\LEQ-\ 
Dated: New York, NY 

lnhl\3 ,2011 )UN 2 4 2u'' 
@ OF@ 

!+LE ORK By: 
By: Samuel 3- GoldblattBsq. *w/,w G""' NE- 

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shehfkleiokeitler 

13419916.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ * * _ l _ * l * l _ * * _ * _ _ l f I - C r - - - - - - l - - - l - l l - - - - - - - - * " " - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

f---ll"lll_____*ll**_--11----1--llrr---"*--"------- X 
This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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, ew York "' 

+* F I L E D ;  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.,,* , 

P JUN 2 4 2011 

CLERKS OFF1 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. NEW 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Atzorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

>d*i le  No. 05335.00001 -- 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1573. I 



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 
WILLIAM M. ALMOND I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J . )  

Index No: 109434/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

, O'NEJLL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/kh BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.87159 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S ,  Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 109434/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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. 

WORKS 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 14th F 
New York, New York 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED. 1 

JUN 1 6  2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 4/4 Date: 5/19/2011 3:22:13 PM 

$:,'FB W44599/4SOOSL~~aVMuv 201 3 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
r______________I________________lll_lr__---------------~-"--~---- X 
DONALD PERRY, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff( s), OKUEK 

- against - 

A.C. gi S, Inc., et al. N'YCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgmcnt in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rdes Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BCILEK WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon natice to all co-defendants, ali claims and cross claims against 

defendant FLXTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

.2z&z+ Frank Ortiz,Esq. 

Attoiney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York? NY I0003 
(212) 558-550 

JUN 16 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 

t_r______________________lr_____________---~~-~~~~~---------~-~~~------  

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

X -_------------_______1___l__r_l_l_______----------""------------------- 

This document relates to: Index No.: 114991/1998 
122872/2000 

MANUEL ALMOZARA, (A-2 \ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER C O M P k ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
<* 

/ ~ ~ , ~ ~  /fy 
Attorneys for  Plain 

New York, New York 100 

Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(2 12)55S-5500 

Honorable Shew-Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index w%-> 07886/00, 
12 982199 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
!rb 9 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 

L MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway JUN 2 4 ‘lO1\ 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ N0049460-1} 

454-6459 

‘JUN 1 6 ZOt l  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i I n d e x F l Z a  07886100, 
12 1 982/99 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S. ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Louis A. Lipa, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

@GS juN 2 
(212) 509-3456 Ad, / II. (212) 558-5500 

4 SOORDERED, ~~ 

Won. S G q  Klei; Heitler 

{N0042173-1} 

2571-0593AT 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LTPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York q2.7 ’ ,2011 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York I0004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Louis A. Lipa, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-5082AT, 6867 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANA J. LIPA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF LOUIS A. LIPA, SR. AND 
FAYDELLA LIPA, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o . : ~ & 0 7 8 8 6 / 0 0 ,  
12 1982/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$+J 9 ,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Louis A. Lipa Sr. 

r 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

JUN 2 4 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 w York 10003 

couFsn CLERKS Q F F ~ ~  (212) 509-3456 0 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25659,26037AT 

{ NO0421 73-1 ) 



SUPREMIE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
WESLIE WALDRON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 103 19/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOM, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience Ulda BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

'*. 2 L t  \ Y- 
k'z 

* ' ,  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

O'NFJLL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

F I L E D  File No.: 473,87232 

SO ORDERED. 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 110478/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

.** 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

I 

I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORD ER A.C.& S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and without prejudice to its 

arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissd under Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 

321 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice t o ,  all co-defendants, all claims and m s s  claims against 

defendant, Treadwell dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

/ /  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Ronald G. Pepperday 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Stmet-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry lklein He&r 12354208 



b 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G ,  PEPPERDAY, 
Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A,C.& $., TNC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
n 

Index Nd: 1 1 134 1 1 12S4/O4, a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice h w  and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffi' complaint against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and without prejudice to its arguments and 

defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil Practice Law and Rules 321 1, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

issed with prejudice ayld without costs. 

JUN 24 2011 

r 

Attorkey for DefenLt A 

Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald G. Pepperday 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2511-0001 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION \ I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitla, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 
Plaintiffs, I 

-against- I 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A.C.& S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. f 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with prejudice in this 

action, and without prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under 

Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 321 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment CO. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGE& P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Afdomey for Plaintiffs 
Ronald G. Pepperday 
WEm & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
324-6711A1lJU-8234 

I 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF W E  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 

i I.A.S. Patt 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

I hdex Nq&&-J1254/04, 
I 106 

Plaintiffs, 
Magainst- 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A,C.& S., INC., et al., MOTION AND O]RD&& 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this action, 

and without prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil 

Practice Law and Rules 5 321 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon. notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross .claims agahst 

defmdant, Tishman 

without costs. 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

JUN 24 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corporation 
MCGIVNEY &KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald 0. Pepperday 
w m  & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

. . .  , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CQUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A,S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: -1254/0.1, 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, I 106999/02 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- I 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.C.& S., NC., et al,, 
I 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby quests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, and without 

prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil Practice Law 

and Rules 5 32 I 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross daims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump 

without cost$. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Samuel bh. Meirowitz, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald G. Pepperday 

700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Yo& 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I,A,S, Part30 
! (Heitla, J.) 

j Index N e  1 1254/w, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, I 

I Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.C.& S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cower & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in i 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plahtifh’ 

complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and without 

prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil Practice Law 

and Rules 6 321 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, C o w  & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  1‘ It  

Y w q/A%Y 
Smuxl M, Meirowitz, Ebq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald G. Pepperday 

700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

Courter & Company, hc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY &KLUGE& P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1122-5685 
SO ORDERED, 

, . . , , . , , , , .  , .  . , . .  , 



X:/FBW49lS&Zega~March 2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL - - 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there b$ng q p v s e n  

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 
JUN 2 

defendant rfU 

without c m . - - .  NEkV Q~ 

ON BOILEl?d&KS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and b€l 

- A  

-- 

Atiorney for Plaintiffs TLER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SOORDERED, ____. / '  

Hon. Ske';si KleinIHeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COWTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

CHARLES RYBACKI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index Nb;14857/n7-& 
106706/02 & 1 16797/07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHIZREFOW, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing 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 f/Wa 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/k/a BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No. : 473,87226 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  

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: 
CHARLES JOHNSON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index N < B  

105917/04 

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 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa 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 

hAlWk, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 105 23 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.8751 1 

SO ORDERED, 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
II 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE and 
GERALDINE C. DOYLE, 
Plain tiff(s), 

A.C. AND S,, INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 123166102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

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 

defend t, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. &/IF 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212)227-7878F , L E D 4, > *  \, 

i 

SO ORDERED: 



Y 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES B. MIMS, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

A.W. CHESTERON COMPANY, et al. I MOTION AND QRDER 

NYCAL 
i Asktosmatter 

Index No. 125551f02 Plaintiff, 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. (‘‘HQ~I-II~UI’’) hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abve-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Hopeman with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Hopeman Brothers, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Vork 
T u n &  z ,201 1 

EARLY, LUDWICK, SWEENEY & 
STRAUSS, L.L.C. 

DARGER & ERRANTE LLP 

By: - 
Brian Early, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New Yo&, NY 10017 
(2 12) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 127007/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH SIGNORELLI, 
Plaintiffls), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

r l  

Dated: 6 /.J 
New Y irk, New Y ork , 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

*LTD. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.&’ &GAL McCAMB 

SINGER & MAHO 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York. NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 



536.15856/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 

: (Honorab 
This document relates to: 

3 0  
e Sherry Klein Heit-er 

JAMES BALDWIN, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

Index No. : @ 0 7 5 0 / 0 3  > 
112517/00 

(March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
r / 

F W K  M. OETIZ, ESQ.4 - S T E P m N  F. P A Z S A C M F S  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defeh$qii 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corboration 

GARRITY , GRAHAMJk MURh!?''GARO&40 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN - i a k ~  oms 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanflver , New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ I 1 c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ - - - - - I I c - _ - - - - - - l - - - _ - - _ _ - ~ - - -  x 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 1.) 

119383/00 
102 174/0 1 

Frank A. Lesniak 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

5-Iz/,LJ_L n ' U N  2 4  2011 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

462 151 1.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No. : 100769/03 

JESSIE B. JOLLEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOM, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to I - F ~ B  claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are ere y dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. JUN Z Y  2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

51-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein keitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I______________I____-_--__-------___---- X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DAVID 
BLENKENSOPP, and ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
03/100773 

9388 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”) , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there be’n no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that u p o E d i &  tel@-$fendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defen 

hereby dismissed wit 

L GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
( 2 12 ) 5 5 8 - 550,O. Brooklyn, NY 11201 *_+-.+.*+,*.- 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

U U k  x tj  2011 
SO ORDERED, 



536.16491/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable S,ierry K 
This document relates to: 

zin Heitler) 

LANE L .  BILBY, Deceased, : Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 1 2 5 2 6 3 / 0 0  

vs . : (March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 
t 

FP'L E D same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

' JUN 2 4 200t 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

& FLLNN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

e( 

07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 
Index N?-Ez3 
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 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG "-"> *, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

*%.* .*"L3 \%\ 

SO ORDERED, 

hereby dismissed without prejudice and 

? 

A 
Julie R. Evans; Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4621478.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAN DONOFFUO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107991/03 

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 

a m  are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

F\LED 

SO ORDERED: w COUNTyNEuJ YORK 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNV BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD W. JEMIOLO, as Executor for the Estate 
of EDWARD L. JEMIOLO, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1829-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York s\ L \  

HOAGLAND, LONGO,~ORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko h le r Co, 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 a 
New Brunswick, N J s 0 F I L E D  1 :  i 

JUh % Y  2011 1 SO ORDERED: 
I 

m N I V  CLERK'S OFFIC 
W Y O R K  

ha. .. 

JUN 1 6  2011 

h 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 

Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Edward W. Jemiolo, as Executor for the 
Estate of Edward L. Jemiolo 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 115839/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR. AND MINNIE 
JOHNSON, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
4/2 ' ,2011 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Velpo Johnson, Jr. and Minnie Johnson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

" 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEEIED, 
Hon, Shefi Klsn'Heitler 

454-9866 

{ N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CHARLES W. DOUGLAS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/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 f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
x 

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 105 

File No.: 473.86091 
F l L E D  (914) 345-7301 

JUN 2 4 20'' 
couNn CLERK'S 0 ~ ' ~ ~  

NEW WRK SO ORDERED, 

' JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
MICHAEL LAING I.A.S. Pa- 

Index N 1 16324/03 
12 98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc, f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMl, 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 B M ,  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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. f/Ma B 
530SawMillIClverRoad 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No. : 473.86095 

F I L E Q 
JUN 2 4 2011 

NEW YORK 

(914) 345-7301 

COUNTY CLERK'$ 

SO ORDERED, 

! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE ST. 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TE OF JEW ORK 

M A R G M T  J. LAMG, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL J. 
LAMG, : I.A.S.Part30 

: 
: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), 

: I hdm No(s).: 1 16324-03 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

X -Il--------------f--1-_____1-------1------"--"------------------ 

WHEREFORIE, 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 

defmdant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: \ 3 \\ I\ 
New York. New York 

W T Z  & LUXEN 
Attorneys for Plaintif€@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 599Lexingt- _. 

(212) 558-5500 New York. NY 100: 

SO QRDERJ3D, 5 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
KENNETH A. FINING I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMT, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flkh BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 F I L E D  (914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.80993 

JUN 2 4 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPRFME COURT OF THE STATE QF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
WILLIAM GILLIAM I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103758/97 & 
1 1 3 2 8 0 / 9 7 m  

2071 5/03 

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. fk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa 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/Ma BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Lnc. f/k/a 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. r*, 

-"% 5 ,  
%< *-\ zi 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Adience flWa 
improperly named as 
Inc. fMa Adience, 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmford, New York 10523 JUN 2 4 2011 
(914) 345-7301 
File No. : 473.86092 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: 

LORETTA HARDEN, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF LLOYD 
HARDEN 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO. ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I N D M  NO.: 04-100755 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
WTION AND ORD ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, KOHLER CO., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

2bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, KOHLER CO,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, KOHLER CO,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

NEW YORK, New York 

IUNST &. DOUKAS, LLP 
jttorneys for Defendant, LORETTA HARDEN, individually and 
COHLER CO. Administratrix for the Estate of LLOYD 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

New York, NY I O O ~ ,  

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

HARDEN 
700 Broadway , E ;O ORDERED: 

' Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JUN 24 2011 1, 
4 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE j 

NEW YORK - .- 
JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 102902/04 

EZIO COSTANZO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: d(.o ,2011 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD- 
~ c L , - B ~ ~  OFF \CE 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant COUN NEwYoRK 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rp. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

E210 COSTANZO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. & S. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 102902/04 

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 

DB Riley, Inc., be and the same ith prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 102903/04 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES H. MACK, JR., 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S ,  INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEFCEFOFW, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs Frcg D Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the 

to either party, 

New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -fl Jennikr L. Budner, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *r SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 103005/04 

JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT PYANOWSKI, j 
AND JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidatin o o tio be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. FrIkkD I 
JUN 24 2011 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert Pyanowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1- " 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(N0043781-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.. 

JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT PYANOWSKI, j 
AND JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

$k$!25791199 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 

JUN 2 4 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert Pyanowski 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K& Heitler 

1122-21367 

(N0043781-1} 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 122 

JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT PYANOWSKI, j 
AND JOAN ANN PYANOWSKI, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

3005/0 25791/99 0 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

P 1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Avocet Enterprises, Inc 

without costs. 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York r 
& / 5 , 2 0 1 1  courv 

’ qh& J ’  

* 

i Matthew T. Fairley, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Avocet Enterprises, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Robert Pyanowski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K k n  Heitler 

{ NO04378 1 - 1  } 

722-0583 



5 3 6 . 1 1 9 9 1 / ~ ~ ~  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

WALTER H. REEVES, Deceased, : Index No.: /<04917/04 2 
108083/ 0 0  

Plaintiff, 122192/99 

vs . (March 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

\ 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D ; \  

& FLINN 
700 Broadway " Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 E a g l e  Rock Avenue, Suite 3 5 0  
P . O .  Box 4 3 8  

\ 
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D ; \  

v@kL GARRITY , GRAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALO 7  NU^.&' & FLINN 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 E a g l e  Rock Avenue, Suite 3 5 0  
P . O .  Box 4 3 8  

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN E': NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS iITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
WALTER H. REEVES 

108O83/00 & I22 192/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
S U M W Y  JUDGMENT I 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc, m 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, W a  Adience, Inc. 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 Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. W a  

Adience, Inc. Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
Attorneys for Plaintims) & COURTNEY, P.C. 

Attorneys for Adience WWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDFED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, 
AND MILDRED M. FSEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.. 

\ 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

.and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Co e hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I I 

JUN 2 4 2011 

6. \ k,, Gi Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

--1--- l... .̂  

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-260641 

(NO0421 73-1 ) 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Ideitler, J.) 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSiTiON 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Pattersin Pump CO. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
. 700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-5680 

{ N0049460-1} 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
51411 1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WALTER REEVES 

::kZ,rd-&G$ 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I -  

/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c. ' f;$ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

JON 162011 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. 

.. -. 

' Our File No 
S-4597-00 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 108083 

i 
MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, 

P1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

i F I L E D  =j 
without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 
&72011 JUN 2 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OF 
K '\ NFWYQE( 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEUZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-21 81 7 

{N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122 192/99 

FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, j 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, / 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX / 1 0 8 0 8 3 / 0 0 @ - -  

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC, et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment.in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguafd Industrial 

prejudice and without costs. 

m e  are hereby dismissed with 

Matthew b. Sawar,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-50421,790 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M. REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10&083/00 
1 2 2 1 9 2 ! f i Z &  

NO OPPOSITION 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MC‘GIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22300 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORR 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1221 92/99 

j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILDRED M, REEVES, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WALTER H. REEVES, 
AND MILDRED M. REEVES, INDIVIDUALLY, j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC, et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York LJ ,2011 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Walter H. Reeves 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 
-- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kle& Heitler 

2571-06071 

{N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
CHARLES JOHNSON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/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 f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without casts. 

&fARK$, O'NEJLL, O'BRLEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.8751 1 

SO ORDERED, JUN 2 4 201' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
___ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL JENNINGS AND LILLIE M, JENNINGS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 10675 1/04 

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 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
</as ,2011 

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 
Paul Jennings and Lillie M. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 

jUN 2 4 2Utl 
SO ORDERED, CLERK'S OFF/= 

NEW VORK 

1122-20606 

I 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL JENNINGS AND LILLIE M. JENNINGS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, 

NYCAL 
1 . A S  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 106751/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
:/a? ,2011 

. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Paul Jennings and Lillie M. Jennings 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7879 

(N0049460-1} JUN 16 2OW 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106751/04 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL JENNINGS AND LILLIE M. JENNINGS, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Paul Jennings and Lillie M. Jennings \ 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, c 

{NO0421 73-1) 

2383-26820 

JUN 16 2011' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL JENNINGS AND LILLIE M. JENNINGS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10675 1/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT I MOTION AND ORDER I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
<,?O ' ,2011 

* c *b, -+*-g__- 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

L 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Paul Jennings and Lillie M. Jennin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-20099 

(N0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: a 1067511 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL JENNJNGS AND LILLIE M. JENNINGS, i 1 15696/00 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., etal., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

--.$--- 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. Y?b 

+&- 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Paul Jennings and Lillie M. Jennings 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

COUW 
257 1-060 1 

{NO042 173-1} JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106761/04 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL JENNINGS AND LILLIE M. JENNINGS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
7j?G2s ' ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Paul Jennings and 
WElTZ & 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York?OOO5 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 2 4 tu'' 

# 

454-10135,10603 

rN0049460-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - - -  -X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  3 0  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-x l -_-_____l l_______________l_________l  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 110392/0 
SZWED, JOHN V I N C E N T ,  AS EXECUTOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ANTHONY L. SZWED, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et a l . ,  

WHEREFORE, defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC, , hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi 

Practice Law and Rules Section S3212,  dismissing plaintiffs 

Complaint against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice, an 

there being no opposition thereto, 

O R D E @ D ~ ~ ' c & ~ n ~ c e  to all co-defendants, all claims an 

cross claims ag GOULDS PUMPS, INC., be dismisse 

with preJk%66,8P$ERK1s without OF'-~CE costs. 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Anthony Szwed  G o u l d s  Pumps, Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
Our File No.: 6754-8985 

ClJN I6  20ff' SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants . 

Index No.: 11 1253/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RJ3LATES TO: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN and THELMA 
ZUCKERMAN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, : 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1253/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

c., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint againsl 

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 

be and the same are hereb th prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

~ e w  York, New York l 0 2 7 F  I L E D 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

* I  ' JUN 2 4 2011 

SO ORDERJ3D: NEW YORK 
CQUNW CLERKS OFFICE 

- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBE STQ S LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 

-against- ' 

Plaintiff$, 

AX.& S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1 3 4 3 ~ J ~ &  
106999/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cowter, & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgtnen, 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 without 

prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil Practice Law 

and Rules 6 321 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,' all claims and cross claims against 

defmdant, Cower & Company, Inc., be a d  the same are hereby dismissed with pzjudim and without 

costa. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, hc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald G. Pepperday 

700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.c, 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
n 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-5685 

. -.  . .. . . .. , . . . . . . .. . +  . .  . . . . . . . . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL i 1,A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 11 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, I 1 O6999/02 
Plaintiffs, 

I 

-against- f 
i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION ANID ORDER A.C.& S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary judgmen in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in t h i s  action, and without 

prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil Practice Law 

and Rules 5 321 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

c 

Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald G. Pepperday 
 WE^, & LUXENB~RG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney far Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KtuoER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 4544011AI I454-10104 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. PEvt 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

4 

Index No.: 11 134 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, I 

Plaintiffs, I 

-against- 

A.C.& $., INC., et al., 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTIQNAN D ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishan 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 without prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil 

Practice Law and Rules $321 1, and there beingno opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon. notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating ,C P f i o L b e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
8 

, 1  

without costs. 

Tishman Liquidating Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald G. Pepperday 

700 Broadway 
New Yo& New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE; NEW YORK COTJ'NTY i NYC, 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, I 106999/02 
/ Index No.: 1 1 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER, A.C.& S,, NC., et al., 

Defadants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff&' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with prejudice in this 

action, and without prejudice to its arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under 

Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3 2  1 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. : F I L E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGE& P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Aftorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald G. Peppe.rc4y 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

324-671lAI 13246234 



. , .  . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G ,  PEPPERDAY, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C.& S., TNC., et al., 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

Index No.: 1 1 1 3 4 3 / O f i z &  
106999/02 

NO OPPOSI[TION 
SUMMARY JUDGmNT 
POTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, hc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and without prejudice to its arguments and 

defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3211, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and thm l h g  
i f  

Dated: New York New York ' I 

with prejudice and without costs. 

JUN 24 2011 5;/,';f ,2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OF IC 
NEW YORK 

Smuel M. Meirowi , Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plahtiffs 
Oakfabco, Inc. Ronald G. Pepperday 
MCGIVNEY &KLUGE& P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Skeet-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 25714001 

JUN 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 
I 

i Index No.: 11 1343/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY, 106999102 I 

PIaintifTs, I 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND OlZDER A.C.& S., JNC,, et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $- 3212, dismissing plaintif&' complaint 

against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and without prejudice to its 

arguments and defenses as set out in its motion for dismissal under Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 

321 1, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ,all co-defendants, all claims and m s s  claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corpo 

costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

fendant Attorney for PI 
' Treadwell Corporation 

MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Ronald G. Pepperday 
WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, a 
Hon. S h q  klein - He *L- 1er 135-5208 

, , . .  



Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 1 1343/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 
. -  
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there b&g $ F p r s r  

ORDERED, that upon all claims and cross claims against 
JUN 

defendant €k.J ON BOIL&?V@&KS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and k& 
without cmP---,., 

w 

-- 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

z I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

\ 

PI ai nti ffs, 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

i Defendants, / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
6k ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIWY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs -<q+T \ %  > 

Estate of Henry M. Nowak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-14257 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 125766199 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE / 107 16916-4> 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., ENC,, et al., 
Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Henry M. Now& 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

2571-0582AN 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 125766/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

107 1 6 9 / 0 f i x >  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., XNC., et al., 
Defendants. 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&/// ,2011 

Matthdw D. &$r, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Henry M. Now& 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-51 15AN, 8235 

(N0049460-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I n d e 6 .  -4 
1 07 169/00, 125766/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ty3 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Henry M. Nowak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

1122-0079,14847 

(N0049460-1) 

?IUN 1 6  20)) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 1494/04 

RUTH NOWAK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HENRY M. NOWAK, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York f7.t ,2011 

- 
K e r r y a n Z s q .  

{N0049460-1} 

454-10094 

JUN 16 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Henry M. Nowak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York PO003 - 

Go @ (21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 

I Index No.: 113628/04 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

SALVATORE SESSA AND IDA SESSA, 

Plaintiff(s), I 

-against- I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendant( s) . I 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests sumfnary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant ,to Civil Px&&- d ’ W  6 +221& &mksiii plaintif€‘. --rr 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that u p o r t r  L a E - r a n t s ,  all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floor hc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
JUN 2 4  20\1 

costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLuGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Salvatore Sessa and Ida Sessa 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 100 1 7 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S hem- Heitler 

2082-0001 
JUN 162011 

{N0049249-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 
___-_l__________l______l______________ X I.A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Docunient Rclatcs To: 
SALVATORE SESSA and IDA SESSA, 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113628-04 

NO OPPOSITION 

__ l f___________ l -_ -________ l_________f  X 

Plaintif’f(s), SUMMARY 
-against- JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al. 
Dcfcndants. 

WHEREFORE, Dcfcndant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., I 
sucd hcrcin as “BELL & GQSSETT CO.,” and its past and prcscnt parents, affiliates and 

subsidiaries and its predecessors and succcssors in intcrcst and its agcnts, heirs and assigiis 

(“Dcfcndant”), hcrcby rcquest Suimiiaiy Judgincnt in thc above-entitled casc, pursuant to 

Civil Pi-acticc Law and Rulcs Scction 321 2, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against 

Dcfcndant with prcjudicc, and tliere bcing no opposition theucto, 

OIRDERED, that upon noticc to all co-dcfcndants, all claims and cross claiins 

against Dcfendant, be and thc samc arc hcrcby dismissed with prcjudicc and without costs. 

Signcd by Dcfciidant: Junc 1,201 1 

Sigiicd by PlaintifT 5 , p  ?20-4!- 
I 

4 

Early & Strauss, LLC 
Attorncys for PlaintifF 
360 Lcxington Avcnue, 20‘” F1. 
New York. Ncw York 100 17 7 Floor n 

McGuircWoods LLP 
Attorneys for Dcfcndant 
1345 Avenuc of tlic Americas 
th 

(2 12) 98G-2233 N e w  
548-2 100 

York, 
i. 

N 

JUN 1 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 114255/04 

GERALD C. CARPENTER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: L 7 p  ,2011 
New Yo k, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

J U N  2 + 1  
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTQ. 
Attorneys forDefendant - 

r 
Weil-McLain I t  
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 00 . W N U  CLERK'S OFFICE 

New York. NY 10022 t -- NEW YORK 
.65 1-7500 kc .- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SherrfKleid Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. : 1 1 74 19/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NEIL J. DOLAN AND MARIE DOLAN, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C, & S . ,  INC., et ul., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I;//+ ,2011 

&/)7MI' * B 4 k  

New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 F T L E D  

/ 

Attorney for Plainti s 
Neil J. Dolan and Marie Dolan 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

(212) 509-3456 
JUN 2 4 2011 

CWNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27098 

(NO043781 -1 ] JUN 1 6  9011 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1741 9/04 

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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

dk COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa EM1 
530 Saw Mill Rwer Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No. : 473.86090 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, - 
Won. $h&y Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF T€€E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
GEORGE H. CLIFF and PATRICIA CLIFF I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13279/97 & 
& 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEWFORE, 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 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma E M ,  Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a EM,  with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Ma B M ,  be and the same are 

costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

n 

;\? Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
"% 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

M A R K ~ ~ E I L L ,  O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. flwa BMI 
530 Saw Mill hve r  Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

A File No. : 473.86086 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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.) 

i I n d e x p E &  

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE VENTRY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE j 108599199 
ESTATE OF ALBERT P, VENTRY AND ROSE 
VENTRY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, 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 p\ a)Eh& Q miskd with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

i 

JUN 24 20'' 

5;/dL ,2011 -- 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGWY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Albert P. Ventry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO043781 - 1  } 



SUPRlJvE&OURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 I n d e x N G G J  

j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE VENTRY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE : 108599/99 
ESTATE OF ALBERT P. VENTRY AND ROSE 
VENTRY, 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., paf r~ B e r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
i 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Albert P. Ventry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1122-0848,17662 

(NO043781 - I  } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRANK CATALANO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
JMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party, 

Dated: ,2011 
New York, New York 

AX, McCAMBFU E D  
3::c: 2 4 201f Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER MAHONEY~LTD. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 110d llL7L,v YORK 

Weil-McLain 

New York, NY 10022 

‘dTY c,.K-i {It’S ClFFlCE 

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: 

JOETT CATANZARO, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN 
R. CATANZARO, and JOETT 
CATANZARO, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX N G - 1  
IO0 

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 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

(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 COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, I.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD E. SIERING, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tislunan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidatin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. . * IL .ED * 4 
! 

Dated: New York, New York JUN 24 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald E. Siering 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-22455A3 

N0040478-1 JUN X 6 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD E. SIERING, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index Noc 1 , 7 0 8  1 /O 1 , 
106797/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ .. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald E. Siering 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 5oa 

SO ORDERED, 
454-10809 



SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

; I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA M. MEDER, PERSONAL @%%kY7081'01, 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DONALD E. SIERING, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

reby dismissed with prejudice and without defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and 

costs. 
. - 1  I Frr&y) 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald E. Siering 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Oakfabco, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGJVNBY & KLUGER, P.C. 

~/ , , , ,  , ,  , (212) 555-5500 (21 2) 509-3456 
---+ ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 2S71-758AP 

N0040474-1 

{.'tdN 1620110 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN F. WHITE AND EILEEN WHITE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I . A S  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1070 14/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
*' 

F I L E D  J prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?/a4 ,2011 JUN 2 4  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Martin F. White and Eileen White 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-27421 

(N0043781-1) 



SUPREME COIJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J,) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANN KARALES AND SUSAN PAVACIS, AS 

ANTHONY LAMANO AND ROSE LAMANO, 
CO-EXECUTRICES FOR THE ESTATE OF 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
,2011 

F I L E D  Estate of Anthony E. Lamano 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 r JUN 2 4 2011 
(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERKS OFflCE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK - 

Hon. Sherry k1eyHeitler 
2383-22683 

I 
! 

J 

(N0043781-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

! Index<:-> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR AND CLAONA TAYLOR, 22199, 106645197 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al., 
~ 

Defendants. i 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against - 

defendant, Courter & Company, E, are Pereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. JUN 24 2011 
3 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
E W  YORK 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Jay C. Taylor and Claona Taylor 
W~r-rz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 _ -  

./+ 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-22714 

{ NO043781 - I  } 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 1 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH AND HELEN ! 
MAYDICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
?/J+ ,2011 

E *  

.? 6 )  
-- ~ fk\ Apjk *I 

,%?z -*wJq i 
- -  

\ a* 6,-#d* 

Robert Laurance Maydich and 

Matthe; D.’Sadpar, Esq. 
Attorney forbefendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLIIGER, P.C. 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 l\ 2 N  

SO ORDERED, 

(N0049460-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH AND HELEN 
MAYDICH, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

"% *--+ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs k*%kb*\ 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEV & KLUGER, P.C. 
$0 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Robert Laurance May 
WEiTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NOO49460-3] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH AND HELEN 
MAYDICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 12 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
Defendants. i I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary iudment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2013 

1 Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
, v  
-7v. Attorney for Plaintiffs *. h 

Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Robert Lawance Maydich and Helen Maydich 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

, 
#/ - *  

,sd# 

2571-0605AM 

{ NO042 1 73- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH and HELEN 

MAYDICH, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), * Index No.: 102 1 15-07 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY -against- 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
X ___________-------~___11________11111___~~---------------~~~~-~~~ 

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. 

Kirste Alford Kneis, Bsq. 
1C& GATESLLP 
A rneys for Defendant 
C d NECO. 
599 Lexington Aveiiue 
New York, NY 10022 

ow'- w m z  & LUXENBERG, -- .c. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 102706/07 

GUNARS TRESS, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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 

to either party. 

Dated: c /2 ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUmNBERG, P&\I 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & 
XGAL McCAMBRI 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York. NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

___________________-_ I l f________________ 

_I________________________ll__l_________ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DAVID 
BLENKENSOPP, and ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

00/119388 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (\\NATIONAL GRID”) , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there be’n no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that: u p o E J i g  tEDo-defendants i I all claims and 
a 

cross claims against defen 

hereby dismissed withapjudice an : 

NATIONAL GdID be and the same are 

ithout costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorney f o r  

and Dykman LLP 
ey for Defendant 

ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-5w-7.. 

qp 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 n. I 

SO ORDERED, / 
Hen. Sherrf K. Heitler 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RF,LATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

NATHAN GLOWATZ, INDEX NO.: 116794/07 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. & S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, Inc., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice,without 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 1 16795/07 

HOWARD CORR, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

I 
WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: “ I / .  ,2011 
New Yor , New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

r 

/ 
&ene N. Megerian, E s d  / 
SEGAL McCAMBRIlkI!! 

Attorneys for Defendant 
SINCER&MAHONEY,LTD.F I L E D 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 JUN 2 4 2011 

SO ORDERED, - 

COUNTY CLERKS O F F I E  
NEW YORK 

New York, NY 10022 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 1 16794/07 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. - . . . 

NATHAN GLOWATZ, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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 s 
to either party. 

ed With prejudice and without costs 

Dated: 6 h  ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
CHARLES RYBACKI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMM.4RY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant .to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/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 f/Ma 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 

'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.87226 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  

GOUNIY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X ---*I--_----------___ll_l____lll_l__l_l_- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles Thomas 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No: 1 1 1229/01 (.jmJ 
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. 

&:its 

Julie R .  Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Braadway Attoniey for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 



This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM NORTON and IRENE NORTON, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Index No.: 190225/09 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 

Defendant(s). : 
X ---"1111-----_---------11----"--"------------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that on notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice defendant, FORD MOT# 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yor 

Attorneys for PLAINTIFFS 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
T: 212-558-5500 
F: 212-344-5461 

SO ORDERED: 

for Defendant 
COMPANY 

600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 nA / /  A / * " -  

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

JUN 1 6  2011 
100521 Ov. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERTA FRIEDMAN and STUART 
FRIEDMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190263/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. I. FRIEDMAN, L.P., el al., 

Defendants i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Henry Company, Individually and as successor to Monsey 

Products improperly pled as Monsey; herein after referred to as Monsey Products, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

tj 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Monsey Products, with prejudice in 

this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Monsey Products, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
613 ,2010 

L E D  
JUN 2 4 2011 

- ~ U M Y  CLERKS OFRCE 
'1 
/ / 

Matthew T. Fairley, 6 JQ&&-&R, Esq. S?+L I)b *7 4~ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Monsey Products 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Roberta Friedman and Stuart Friedman 
BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 681-1575 

SO ORDERED, 
~ 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
68537 

JUN 1 6  2011 



JUN, 7 ,  2 0 1 1  1 1 : 2 6 A M  HANCOCK & E S T A B R O O K  

I 

NO, 0 3 6 9  P. 316 

SUPEME COURT OF TKE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COWTIES WITHIN NEW Y O W  CITY 

I 
Index No: 1903 50/09 In re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAlRYJCIDGMlENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Uein Heitler 
THOMAS WILLLAMS 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Pass & Scyxnour, Inc., hereby reques?s summasy judgment in 

tho above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Pass & 

Seymour, Inc., with pxejidice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDEmD, that up011 notice to dl co-defendmts, all ckms and cross-claims against Pass 

& Seymour, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice AND without COSQ, 

By: 

1 10 William Street - 26* Floor 
New York, New York 10038-3901 
Telephone: (212) 267-3091 

SO QRDEWD: 



X: FB W54166AeaaV 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
* - - - -~r_____________________I I__________- - - - - - -~~~~~~"""- - -~~~-~-  X 
JOHN K. RUGGLES, and KATHLEEN M, OREFICE 
As Co-Executors for the estate of WILLIAM A. 
KUGGGLE, and PATRICIA RUGGLES, Individually, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 190024/10 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTQN 4 BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition t F I , b E D  eret : 4 

ORDERED, that upon notice &hh &dtd8kqdants, all claims and cross claims against 
4 

defendant FULTON BOILERCXIMU3%b%8@~$%~& hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
N€WYOR 4 

+ .  

without costs. 

' I  Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, I 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

RK 

_l______________l__l I________________ -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
William A .  Ruggles 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products C o . ,  et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No,:190024/10 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Inc., hereby requeGts 

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 and 

cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., be dismissed with 

prejudice andEi#&t 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
William A. Ruggles Goulds  Pumps Inc. 
700 Broadway 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
Our File No.: 6754-10889 

---̂ *-" -' 

So Ordered: 

JUN 1 6  2011 

/ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROLAND BARBIER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190070/10 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
< 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + 201 1 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Roland Barbier 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 -cc 
, Newvark, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

IN0055930-I} 

2571-0546 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARL A. STEINER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 190128/10 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. d F I L E D  1 
3 

JUN 2 4  2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

L 1% ,2011 
/ 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF~C 
NEW YORK 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc. Carl A. Steiner 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEH'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e 6  Klein Heitler 

2571-0897 

IN0055935-I} 

JUN 1 6  2011 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAW. DUNST B 
DCJJKAS, U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH XRSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Po BOX 480 
NWWBRUNSMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEYS MILL RD 
WIT€ m 
HAMMMON, Fw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD CONROY AND BARBARA CONROY 

against 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190138/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Frick Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Frick Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Frick Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

DATED: 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
=rick Company 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

EARLY & STRAUSS 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Donald Conroy and Barbara Conroy 
360 Lexington Avenue 
20th Floor 

Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

BU-THOSE-5 
- - 

F I L  
JUN 2 4  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK ..yL 

_. 



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: 

RICHARD J. TAYLOR AND ADELAIDE M. 
TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Taylor and Adelaide 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
, New York, New York 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

0003 

.L,- 
M. Taylor 

2571-0900 

lN0055936-I} 

JUN 1 6  2011 



SIJPREME COUKT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
/ Index No.: 190203/10 

EDWARD KERN and JOAN KERN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A, 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, ! 
et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Spencer Turbine Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Spencer Turbine Company, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Spencer Turbine Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$19 ,2011 

c.4 CGL J . ctesbrfc> 
Attorney far Plaintiffs 
Edward Kern and Joan Kern 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13’ F1 
New York, New York 10022 

The Spencer Turbine Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 n (2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 1 6  2011 24-20 



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
X N Y  CAL _____________------I_I________________ 

ASBESTOS L I T I G A T I O N  ( J u d g e  Heitler) 
X _____- - - -__- - - - - - - - -_________________I  

This Document Rela tes  to: Index N o . :  190302/10 
DONALD SISSON 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

P l a i n t i f f ,  MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y  r e q u e s t s  summar 

judgment i n  t h e  a b o v e - e n t i t l e d  case,  p u r s u a n t  t o  C i v i l  Prac t ice  La 

and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint agairis 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n 

opposition ther L E D 
ORDERED, t h a t  upon n o t i c e  t o  1 co-defendants, a l l  claims an 

cross claims a g a i n s t  d e f e n  ant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit 

prejudice and withowye@. 

Dated: Brooklyn ,  New York 

'UN 2 4  2q1 i 
i 

mUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

reclqiu . 

- d 3 /  , 2511 
1. 

Y - 1 
Mark  B ib ro ,  Esq. 
E a r l y  & S t r a u s s  LLC Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Donald Sisson  B u r n  h am L LC 
3 6 0  Lexington Avenue 157 Montaque Street 
2 0' 'I Floor Brooklyn, New Y o r k  11201 
N e w  Y o r k ,  N e w  York 1001.7 (718) 855-9000 

Our File  No.: 11084-2330  

SO ORDERED: **e " 

Hon. Sherry K. Heytler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

NYCAL 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

ROBERT CFUSTIANO, INDEX NO.: 190317/10 
Plaintiff(s), 
vs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ETAL. ORDER 
Defendants. 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, improperly impleaded as DB Riley, In 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Riley Stoker Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without 

$@f2 EUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

WATERS W R S O N ,  McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Riley Stoker Corporation 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 1027 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 



-- -- -- - - -- . 

HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NMIBRUNSWK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 MTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM MENDEZ and MARGARET MENDEZ, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et ai., 

BU-PULL-9 

- - - - - - - -  - -  

I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO,: 19031 8/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, Improperly Pled as York 

International Corporation, Individually and as Successor to Frick 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, York International Corporation, 

Improperly Pled as York International Corporation, Individually and as Successor to Frick 

Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, York International Corporation, Improperly Pled as York International 

Corporation, Individually and as Successor to Frick Company, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

d Margaret Mendez 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLp 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
York International Corporation, Improperly 
Pled as York International Corporation, New York, NY 10036 
Individually and as Successor to Frick 
Sompany 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 
JUr, : ,' 20111 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OH NEW YORK 

- , ,  

BERNICE SElFF, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC., et al., 

Dcfcndants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 10-190350 

WHEREFORE, defendant TOYOTA MOTOR NORTH AMERICA, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs 

Seclian 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant TOYOTA MOTOR NORTH 

AMERICA, INC. with prejudicc, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice lo all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant ‘TOYOTA ~ l # ) ~ O ~  W R I C A ,  INC., bc and the same are hereby 
* 

dismissed with prcjudice and witho t costs. : 

-- 

Attorney,v.fiir Plaint@ Allomeys, for Defendant 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 1001 7 

Toyota M o m  North America, Inc. 
69 Delaware Avcnue, Suite 900 
Buffalo, Ncw York 14202 

.-- 

SO ORDERED, 
I-Ion. Sherry 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOkK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GIULIO LOCCISANO, 
Plainti ff(s), 

Index No.: 190357/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMGRY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 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: d 6  ,2011 
New York, New York 

F F I S  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C& 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE 
SINGER & MAWONEY, LmuNTI CLERKS ’ 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant NEW YORK 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

SO ORDERED, 



HOBOLANO, LON00 
MORAN, WNST 8, 

ATTORMYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
A0 PATERSON sf 
PO Box 480 
WBRUNWvtK,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
WTE 202 
HAMMONTON. W 

DOUKPIS, LLP 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM C. HOTZELT AND EMILY M. HOTZELT, 

against 

.A.W. CHESTERTON CO., INC., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190361/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Johnston Boiler, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Johnston Boiler, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Johnston Boiler, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  1 

DATED: New York, New YorkJClN 3 2011 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Johnston Boiler 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

3 0  ORDERED: 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
William C. Hotzelt and Emily M. Hotzelt 
800 Third Ave, 11 th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

E 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _________________________ll__lllll_l__ll- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190382/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - - - - - - _ - _ _ - - - _ - r ” _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Christopher T. Tansosch and Georgiana Tansosch 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant CONWED CORPORATION S/H/A “CONWED” I 

I (HEREINAFTER “CONWED CORPORATION”), hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CONWED CORPORATION without prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CONWED CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Brfan Belasky, Esq. 
BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
CONWED CORPORATION 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

File No.: 07415.001 10 

N€W yoRK 

2 12-490-3000 

43 18578. I JUN 1 6  2011 



Christopher T. Tansosch and Georgiana Tansosch 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X _________l_"l______________l___r_l______- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CONWED CORPORATION S/W/A "CONWED" 
(HEREINAFTER "CONWED CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CONWED COWORATION without prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CONWED CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 11141r I 

BELLUCK & FOX LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Ar- 
Vir ia S ilieri, Esy. 
WIL % u L S E R ,  MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
CONWED CORPORATION 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

File No.: 07415.001 10 
2 12-490-3000 

43 18578. I JUN 1 6  2011 



HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNmCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VVILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON NJ 

PO BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWIN PACHECO and RAMONA PACHECO, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190393/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, improperly named as York 

nternational Corporation, individually and as successor to Frick Company, hereby requests 

jummary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corporation, 

mproperly named as York International Corporation, individually and as successor to Frick 

>ompany, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, York International Corporatio 

zorporation, individual1 

llismissed with prejudice 

d the same are hereby 

eco and Ramona Pacheco 

lamed as York International Corporation, 
idividually and as successor to Frick 
:ompany 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

New York, NY 10036 

;O ORDERED: 



X:/A W A S ~ S ~ L A ~ P ~ W O S J M  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
RAYMOND CARELLA, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
__-_----_______-----_1__1_________1___1_--------"---------------- 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff( s), ORDER 

- against - Index No.: 190416/10 

WHEREFORE, defendants TWIN DISC, 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 TWIN DISC, PNC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORbERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants TWIN DISC, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Nicole Pitti, Esq. 
Attorneys for Twin Disc, Inc. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313-3600 F \ L E Q  
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 
STANLEY KRAMETSEN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190429/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, h c .  fikla Adience, h c .  fk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in die 

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. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fk/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 BMl, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fk'a 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a B M ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

- 
,2011 

Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New 'k'ork, hi- 10003 improperly named 
(212) 558-5500 Inc. flWa Adience, 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 

530 Saw Wll River Ro 
Elmsford, New York 105 

FileNo.: 473.89578 
(914) 345-7301 

Klein Heitler 
SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
A.C. 8~ S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105629/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests surnniary 

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 casts. 

~~ 

Suz*e Halbardier, Esq. 
Attorneys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Ban-y-McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14''' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 i (212) 313-3600 

urn- erbeE, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 



Plaintiff@), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190069-11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY, sued herein 
as “WEYERHAEUSER CO.”, and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries 
and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns 

(“Defendant”), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 
Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

claims against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
OFWEND, that upon notice to all co-dstfendmts, all claims and cross 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: 

, 2 0 4  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

MCGUIREWOODSLLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
71h Floor 
New York, NY 10105 
(212) 548-2100 

U0053177.1 

JUN 162011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
. COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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 Y rk, New York 
"B.- ,2011 

Dated: 

k 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floo 
New York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 

1598653 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

Index No.: 190120/11 

MARIA COSTA and MICHELE COSTA 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 
May 1(p ,2011  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MiElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1605788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW Y O U  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HERMAN SKOLNICK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 1 9 0 1 2 2 ~  1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. I 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 


