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DOMINIC ASSABI and FRANCINE ASSABI, : 

Plaintiff($), :: 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Index No.: 105816l02 
I 

COUN 
WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby r 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
thereto, 

I r d 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claid'eagainst defendant, 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

By: Heather J. Gaw, Esq. 
n 

By: Heather J. Gaw, Esq. " 
EARLY & STRAUSS LLC 
360 Lexington Ave. 
New York, New York 10017 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 100 16 
T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 212-593-6970 

* 'I * '  w .  i a l l 2  SO ORDERED: 

(01142880.DOC } 



NORA PEARSALL, as the Administratrix for the 
Estate of FRANK C .  PEARSALL and NORA 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION .. PEARSALL as spouse, .. 

Plaintiff(s), 1 
Index No.: 109789102 

-against- 

A. W. CHESTERTON CO., et al., 
F I L ED ti';; 

Defendant(s). * A h _  * 
X 1%- _, A 

JUN $2  6 &2 i"?I 
--_r_------___l--------------------------"-~--------~-------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests s u d a r y  ji&rnent in 
,he above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R u I ~ @ ~ ~ ~ $ i ~ ~  plaintiffs 
:omplaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with p re jud icem m @ e i n g  no opposition 
hereto, 

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

Iated: New York, New York 

JARLY & STRAUSS LLC 
40 Lexington Ave. 
Jew York, New York 10017 
morneys for Plaintiffs 

By: Heather J. Gaw, Esq. 
A 
0 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 2 12-593-6700 
F: 2 12-593-6970 

" 

0 ORDERED: 

1142882,DOC } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AGATHA P. BIGGS, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of GEORGE T. 
BIGGS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 2 6  2012 

Index No.: 117704/03, 

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 § 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: Neb?rf$c!! York 
,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Biggs, George T. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-7739 



-- 

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

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

\ Index No.: 101653/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS E. SCUNZIANO, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of HARRY P. 
ROBER, and HELEN M. ROBER, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 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. 

JUN 2 8 puli! 

CkERK'S OFFICE 

w 
N K 

;\ I 

~ 

' C  .\>$ 
'LA) Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Rober, Hany P. 
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, 

324-7932 



.- .-- 
SUPREME COUKT 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.: 106693/02 

DONALD J. KRENTZ AND IRENE KRENTZ, i 115012/02 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defcndants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 
7 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

w NEWYORK -rl 

Michele J .  Mitttemh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwel I Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Donald J .  Krentz and Irene Krentz 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ew York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235371 I 

{ N0080939-1} 



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

1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL, 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, 1.) 
1 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 
I lndex No.: 190216/12 

PASQUALE A. FORGIONE AND ANN FORGIONE, 
I 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendant(s). I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
\$\\ \\ \Y, ,2012 

JUN 2 6 2012 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Pasquale A. Forgione and Ann Forgione 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

963-1127 

3UN 152012 
(N0148259-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: M W  YORK COUNTY i N Y C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH EGGENBERGER and LILA 
EGGENBERGER, ! 

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

i Index No.: 190408/11 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- " f E D  MOTION AND Q R M  

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al. i JUN 2 6 2012 

Defendants;, i COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering 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 Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, ew York \Qlt ,-,y ,2012 

Laura B. Hollrnan, Esq. 
Attorney for L)efendant 
The Nash Engineering Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

rger%%d Lila Eggenberger 

4th Floor 
TQi, LLP 

New Yor&dew York 10036 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 682-1575 

SO ORDERED, 



. c 

I 324-1716 

S1 IPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
~ ( ) I  INTY OF NEW YORK 
' ' NFW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

') :? I1 I {S'JOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

/ Jndex No.: 1 18346/03, 
1 I X I S  DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

J t  ) Y  CE SCHASSLER, Individually and Proposed 
1~xcr:utrix for the Estate of ROBERT C. 
M 'HAS SLER, / NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ul. ! JUN 2 b Z U k  

Defendants. ! COUNn CLERIC'S oFF'C' 
NEW YORK 

.. . 

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

. i i r i i ~ i ~ a r y  judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

I Ah4 irssing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

t <.j d i c e  in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

:k !vndant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

I>U ~ : j  d i c e  and without costs. 

,2012 

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

80 jlmad Street-Suite 2300 
Neu York, New York 10004 
(7 12) 509-3456 

S O  ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
In! R1:- NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

,4SBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 17445/03,Cou 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: NTy CLERKS rc;L 

NmyoRK 
JAMES SANTACROCE, SR. and BEVERLY 
S ANTACROCE, : NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDG 
i MOTION AND OR X I L E Q  

"against- 
JUN 'L 6 2012 

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

Defendants. i 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK ,- 

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 k, N w York 
C D M ,  2012 

i 

"",- \ 
.-?& 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Santacroce, James Sr. 
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 

Hon. She& KleiyHeitler 

324-7614 

1 .  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL JUN 2 6 2012 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) COUNTY NEW Y m K  off'cE .4 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 114466103, 
j CHARLES SALERNO and SUSAN SALERNO, 

* ! :II E D  Plaintiffs , i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER JUN IJ Lurk 

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. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Salerno, Charles 

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. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7768 



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 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 1  1938/03, 
! 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORD R 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HARRY DONALD SADLER and CAROLYN 
MARTHA SADLER, 

j SUMMARY JUDG T I L E D  Plaintiffs, 

-against- JJN 2 6  wt 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 

prejudice and without costs, 

Attorney for w d a n t  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sadler, Harry Donald 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

N 152012 
324-1543 



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

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

j Index No.: 114680/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN S, ROBINSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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, N w York rJ ,a[ ,2012 

% Matthew D. m ar, Esq. 
.* % \  

< C \ .  'X \+& 
Attorney for l!!&ndant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robinson, John S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-7719 



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

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

j Index No.: 113504/03, 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS FAUGHEY and SUSAN FAUGHEY, 

Plaintiffs, !NOOPPOSITION I L E D 
! SUMMARY JUDGMEN 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

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. 

,2012 

Matthew D. S y a r ,  Esq. 
Attorney for De endant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7604 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
r~ RE: NEW YORK cowry ! NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELLE MCGRANN, as Administratix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH G. DUFOUR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 11 5705/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER F I L E D  

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

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 eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Matthew w, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

'? 

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

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7735 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROB MCMURRAY, as Personal Representative 
for the Estates of CHARLES W. DIETRlCH and 
ADELE M. DIETRICH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 41. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 115214/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  
JUN 26 21112 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., h e r w  &q/%?ts 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 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. 

ar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-1758 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 15209/03, F I L E D  THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN G. CUNDY and ROBERTA CUNDY, JUN 2 6 2012 

~y CLERK'S OFFICE Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION i SUMMARY JUDG~&%Y NFW YORK . -- - . 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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, N York !Jb l 2 T , 2 0 1 2  

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

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

(212) 509-3456 
.. 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7810 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DIANE CRISPELL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALLAN CRISPELL and DIANE CRISPELL, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) JUN 26 2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHERJZFORE, 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: NeygT;k5Tw, 1;;; 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Crispell, Allan 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-8019 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LI'MGATION 

PEGGY S. MARSH as Administratrix for the 
Estate of MILDRED BUTTERFIELD, 

I 
I3 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND OFtD 
Plaintiffs, [ SUMMARY J U D G M F j  L E 

j 

Defendants. j 

-against- 

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

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

j Index No.: 107242/05, 

#'  

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. 

I 

Matthew h&npar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

,v> 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Butterfield, Mildred 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

324-8556 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CARMELLA M. SCHUMACHER, as 
Administratix for the Estate of GEORGE 
SCHUMACHER and CARMELLA M. 
SCHUMACHER, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 11 1912/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

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 same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Inhdstrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Schumacher, George 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED, --!!@ 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

--*̂ *--I ' -+ (212) 509-3456 

Y 

Hon. S h e F w n  Heitler 
324-7585 



-. -~ 

I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
. .~ COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I V  K F. NTXW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 i'*v13IiSTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THISDC)CUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 1795/04, 
j LILLIAN REGAN, as Proposed Executrix for the 

Estate of WILLIAM REGAN and LILLIAN 
REGAN, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 claims against 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Regan, William 
W~rrz,  & 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, 

324-83076 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
InJ Rr7: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 103081/04, 

SUSAN FISHMAN, as Executrix for the Estate of ! 
MARTIN RAPPAPORT, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
! MOTIONANDORDF I - E D 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. i JUN 2 6 2012 

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 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk w York 
.io[ ,a?, ,2012 

1 

, -"-,%-;\ 
"e\, w, Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Rappaport, Martin 
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, 

324-7971 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RF: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 103793/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA BIANCAROSA, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN F. PELLEGRINO, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

F\LED -against- 

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

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 

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 
Pellegrino, John F. 

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. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 152012 
324-7898 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY ELIZABETH YODIS, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of LUCA A. PASCALE, and 
SUSAN BARBONE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
NELLIE E. PASCALE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 13234/04, 1 1 1795/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER L 

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: Ner4r f lcTw York 
,2012 

'9. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Pascale, Luca A. 

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 00 

JUN 152012 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Shehy Klein Heitler 
324-8307F 



S1IPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
i '1 11 TNTY . .  OF NEW YORK 

' J F  NFWYORKCOUNTY ! NYCAL 
1 '3RESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 11 1795/04, 
1312 I 'I'Y NYER, as Administratrix for the Estate of j 
:OSF,PH NYER and BETTY NYER, individually, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORD 

j 1.1 IS L~OCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- w 
@F\GE 

C0UNflNEN CL€@ YORK a 

', E 1. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. i 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment C o y  hereby requests 

*".iriwnary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

1 7 6 t x n g  plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

j p r \ j  d i c e  in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

1-11 c 1 d i c e  and without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Nyer, Joseph 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4 0  i3road Street-Suite 2300 
jN(w York, New York 10004 
; 2 I 2) 509-3456 

S O  ORDERED, 

324-8307D 



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

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUN‘I’Y i NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 103796/04, 
j 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPHINE E. GANISIN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH GANISIN and JOSEPHINE E. 
GANISIN, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORD 

-against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 clainis and cross claims against 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NebvrkT York 
,2012 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

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

Ganisin, Joseph 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-7881 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT D. FREEMAN and JUDITH A. 
FREEMAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 100867/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDEJB: 

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: NeyJ\o;k, York a ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Freeman, Robert D. 
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, 

JUN 152012 324-7973 



SUPREME COURI’ OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RF. NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ,IS BESTOS IJITJGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1207 19/03, 

MARIA MESITI, as Administratix for the Estate ! 
of NICHOLAS V. MESITI, and MARIA MESITI, j 
Individually, [ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- F I L E D  
JUN i S  Ut2 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. j COUNTY CLERKS WIS 
NEW Y m  ,.- 

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. 

,2012 
I 

“e 7 
T, ) 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Mesiti, Nicholas V. 
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 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8020 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10461 0/04, 
j 
j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JUSTINA MASTERS, as Pesonal Representative 
for the Estate of STANLEY J. MASTERS and 
JUSTINA MASTERS, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- F I L E D  
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. JUN 2 6 W 

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: Nebl ; ;kaT York 
,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Masters, Stanley J. 
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 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SllPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I’HIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIA L. EAGEN and DEBORAH A. 
MORGANTI as Co-Administratrices for the Estate 
of ALEXANDER LUBECKI and MARIA L. 
EAGEN and DEBORAH A. MORGANTI as Co- 
Executrices for the Estate of ROSITA M. 
LUBECKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 121 121/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I*c’ 

WI I EREFORE, 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 Y rk, New York 
b?l” !a 1 , 2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lubecki, Alexander 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
324-8029 



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

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

i Index No.: 1 1 1794/04, 1 13233/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD NAYLOR and ESTER NAYLOR, 

i 
I 

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

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 

-against- 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTIONANDORDET 1 L E D 

JUN 28 2b15 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF''€ 
NEW YoRK 

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

Defendants. ! 

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 same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

, 2012 

; Matthew D. am ar,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs '&<& Attorney for Dwndant 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-82488 
JUN 1 52012 



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

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

j Index No.: 120580/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL F. MURPHY and FRANCES B. 
MURPHY, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT PI ain ti ffs, 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER F I L E D  
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j JUN 2 '6  LUO 

Defendants. j COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

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. 

* +  5 

\;j Attorney for Plaintiffs -4 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

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

Murphy, Michael F. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

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

SO ORDERED, JUN 152012 

324-7776 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

' THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH MILAZZO, Jx. AND ROSALIE M. 
MIILAZZO, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et 
al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 19031 1/11, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  
JUN 'L 6 PO12 

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-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: N e G r k T w  York 
,2012 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Coq. 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
MEAZZO, JOSEPH JR. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2383-29690 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RF: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 1 18094/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VINCENT SCOTTO, as Administrator for the 
Estate of DOMINIC SCOTTO, and JENNIE 
SCOTTO, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, : MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el 01. 

Defendants. ! 

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOAK 

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 Y rk, ew York 
\ &A, ,2012 

*>* z *& Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Scotto, Dominic 

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

SO ORDERED, 

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

JUN 1 52012 
324-7784 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. LOWDEN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of PARICK W. LODEN, JR. and 
PATARTCIA A. LOWDEN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 101357/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

F I L E D  MOTION AND ORDE 

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

r 

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

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

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

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

ORDEWD, 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 ork, ew York [Ab \a1 ,2012 

"+ \ 

%.& Y 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lowden, Patrick W. Jr. 
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, 
JUN 1 5 2012 

324-7937 



".'I JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
!NTY OF NEW YORK 

'c I '  NEW YORK COUNTY 
.'-121!STOS LITIGATION 

x x XIS U~CUMENT REFERS TO: 

I I MOTHY LEEDHAM, as Executor for the Estate 
0 1  IIOBERTLEEDHAM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

1'1 ( ). SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 113705/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTIONANDORDER F I L E D 

JUN 2 8 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

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

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

1 I l c ~ : I ~ ~  plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

pri -1 irdice 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 

prL judice and without costs. 

,2012 

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

M C ~ ~ V N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 I h a d  Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JyN '1 5 2012' 
324-8173 



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

.ZSBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL LAMBERTY and CARMEN 
LAMBERTY, 

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

j Index No.: 100988/04, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORD 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. j JUN 2 6  2012 

Defendants. j CouNp CLERKS 0 ~ ' ' ~  
YORK 

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 same are hcreby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York [d 121 ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Lamberty, Angel 
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 
(21 2) 509-3456 I (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAX., 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 103473/04, 

IRVING H. KLINE and MARY KLINE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDG R F L E D  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j MOTION AND 0 E 

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

Defendants. ! 

JUN 2 6 ‘lit12 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
”- 

NNV YORK 

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 ork, ew York (Q-1 ,a? ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kline, Irving H. 
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 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7861 



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

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

j lndex No.: 100855/03, 1 17868/03 
j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDE 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHLEEN ESPOSITO, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of JOHN E. KERN, 

PI ain ti ffs, i SUMMARY J U D G M F  I E D 
-against- 

JUN 2 6 2412 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

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, 

di srnissing 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 
Yh'a \\ 

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

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, Juri 1- 52012 

324-7690 

r 



i;! IPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

1 '  * ( !  VJ;W YORKCOUNTY I NYCAL JUN 2 6  2012 

F I L E D  d 3 
i i ) \  INTY OF NEW YORK 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

j 31  IS'I'OS LITIGATlON 

1 I ilq 1)OCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 119780/03, 
j ,4 N ' I I  IONY SIRICO and ELIZABETH SIRICO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

Z ,( ). SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., at al. : 
Defendants. : 

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

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

.' k i i ~  L*+;ing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

I L ~ : ~ ~ L C  in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

c!,!~~iclant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

:idice and without costs. 

' ~ i ~ c d :  New Y k, N w York t J ,a\ ,2012 

Sirico, Anthony 
y i + # i \  WY & KLUGER, P.C. 

r ( i i  elrtrad Street-Suite 2300 
''J :\I York, New York 10004 

WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-3N 1 5 2012 Hon. Sherry 

8 7 I?)  509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7675 



2;I'PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
1 i. 'NTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D  ~ C I  WWYORKCOUNTY i NYCAL 

~ 

t i  0" SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

\ *!rl:STOS LITIGATION 
_. ! (Heitler, J.) 

i I.A.S. Part 30 JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

! I 1 I \  IWCUMENT REFERS TO: 

kr :NNETH SHIRLEY and CAROL SHIRLEY, 
j Index No.: 1 1052&/04, 
! 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

- : S K I N T K U - ~  judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

i 1 ,v 1 i!wing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

!'IC I h x  in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

I !I.Q i c ridant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

# ilc*lirilice and without costs. 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Shirley, Kenneth 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

324-8037 



':I IPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
( , I  :'N'IY OF NEW YORK 

\ + v-w YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 I21;STOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i I ~ ~ Y X C U M E N T  REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1 1 1589/03, 
/ 51 lhRON UMNIK, as Executrix for the Estate of 

I 1 i N RY A. UMNIK, and SHARON UMNIK, 
I r  dividually, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ : i : r y  judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

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

I x :  :*I d i c e  in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cu."~'s\rdant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

p: d i c e  and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Umnik, Henry A. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MI ~ I V N E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 !{road Street-Suite 2300 
N w  York, New York 10004 
(2 I 1) 509-3456 n I (212) 558-5500 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 152012 324-1579V 



SlJPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C’OTJNTY OFNEW YORK 

. -  

‘ h  TU FEW YORK COUNTY 
/ ~ ~ w w - o s  LITIGATION 

TI ris U~CUMENT REFERS TO: 

BONNIE LEE THOMPSON, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JERRY 0. THOMPSON, and BONNIE 
LEE THOMPSON, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 10245/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER F I L E D  

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
4 NEW YORK 

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

sumniary 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. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

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

Thompson, Jerry 0. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8047 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANN M. SORRENTINO, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of JOSEPH M. SORRENTINO and 
ANN M. SORRENTINO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 1 13686/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTIONANDOFtDE& E 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. 

,2012 

?"$, ;A *. __ y t . r  
. I 5.> " J' 

\ 
"L '.<)b, 

%\. \ Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Sorrentino, Joseph M. 

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 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 152012 
324-8169 



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

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

j Index No.: 12 1252/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PAUL A. SMOLLEY, SR. and ROSEMARIE 
SMOLLEY, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

/ M O T I O N A N D O R D E e  I L E D Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 
JUN 2 6 2urz 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK *n 

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 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

' *  
, k  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Smolley, Paul A. Sr. 
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 

SO ORDERED, 
UN 152012 

324-8024 



q (  IPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
!.’OlJNTY OF NEW Y O N  
‘ b  : t i ’+  NFWYORKCOUNTY 

(i? r3ESTOS LITIGATION 

I E I14 DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IaKANCIS J. SMITH and BARBARA SMITH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

4 .O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d. 

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 18280/03, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER F I L E D  

JUN 2 6  2012 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE c 
NEW YORK 

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

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

1 I vn i wing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

I ..judice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

1,:uidant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

‘ 1  rudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Smith, Francis J. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I Y v’NEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
3 0  iEroad Street-Suite 2300 
‘hC:w York, New York 10004 
1 > i 2) 509-3456 

$0 ORDERED, U N  152012 

324-7783 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I, 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEAN HASTINGS SMAWLEY, as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of EARL C. SMAWLEY, 
111, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 101359/04, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

JUN 2 6 2012 

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. 

'2012 

- 1.. ( .  -- . ,_A- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs k' 
.+$ 

h. 

Smawley, Earl C. I11 
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, JUN 1 52012 

324-7938 



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

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

j Index No.: 11 1794/04, 

F I L E D  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GENE KEDING and THELMA KEDING, 
JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK‘S 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION NEW YORK 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

** 
3, 4\i ‘9 Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Keding, Gene 

700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

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

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

York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. MORI as Administrator for the Estate 
of TYRRELL T. MORI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: I 1  1795/04, 

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 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: N w York, New York 
r 9 -  ( ,2012 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

r 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

xAjiLp- Attorn$ for efendant 

New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -1367 



c 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. MORI as Administrator for the Estate / 
of TYRRELL T. MORI, 

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

j Index No.: 1 11 795/04, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

P 1 ai nt i ffs , 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 41. j 

Defendants. i 

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: N w York, New York 
i;P ,--+ I ,2012 

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

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

2383-26942C 



4 

SUPREME coum 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.: 1 1 1795/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. MORI as Administrator for the Estate i 
of TYRRELL T. MORI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

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 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
(9 - 1 ' ,2012 

ktorncy forbbe fendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
12 12) 509-3456 

JUN 2 6 2012 
* 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEWYORK 

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

JUN 0 8 2012 1235-23641 



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

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

[ Index No.: I00234/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL A. LUCADAMO, 
Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

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

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
(Q - ( ’ ,2012 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Michael A. Lucadamo 
W F , ~  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2U12 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

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

York 10003 

2383-26199AD 

{N0042173-1] 



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

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

j Index No.: 1 1 1795/04, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT G. MORI as Administrator for the Estate ! 
of TYRRELL T. MORI, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

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

~ 

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

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 

without costs. 

Dated: Ngw York New York 
( 0  - ( ’  ,2012 

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

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

1122-76C 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

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

j Index No,: 110257/04, 
GERTRUDE ALFREN, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of WILLIAM 
ALFREN, i NO OPPOSITION 

I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a!. ! 
F I L E D  

JUN 2 6  2012 

Defendants. ! COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 

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: Ne ork, New York eh'l !& ,2012 

I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. Alfren, William ..- 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 

324-8054 



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.) 

IndexNo.: 19010U12 

I 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

3 I 
CHARLES W. SHANER AND JEAN S W E R ,  I 

I 
I 

Plaintims), : NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
"against- ; MOTION AM3 OWE= 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., 
I JUN Z ti wi! 

Defendant@). I 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant, KentiIe Floors, Inc., hereby requests s m v  jud&@fNl@& 

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

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, hc. 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. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

l '-2>n- 
\NETT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Charles W. Shaner and Jean Shaner 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(232) 509-3456 

."- 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-13203 

JUN 1 52012 
{NO 148264-1 ) 

I 



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

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

i Index No.: 126686102, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

MARTTN S. ARONSON AND SARA 
ARONSON, 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

F I L E D  j MOTION AND OliDE 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el a!. i JUN 2 6 2012 

Defendants. f COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

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, Caurtcr & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being JIO opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York +Y\ ,2012 

D J- C y  , BO. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Aronson, Martin S. 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

JbiJ 152012 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-7984 



F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 JUN 2 6 2012 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102900/04, 
COUNTY CLERK'S mncE 

NEW YoRK 4 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNAMAE BARTON, Individually and 
Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM N. 
BARTON, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

F I L E D  Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et af. ! 
Defendants. 

JUN i! 6 LUG! 

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

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Yj 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 
Barton, William N. 
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, 

324-1961 



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.: 1 1  1588/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE M. BREETVELD AND THERESA 
BREETVELD, 

I / =  

j NO OPPOSITION 

W L E D  Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGM T 
j MOTION AND ORD 

-against- 
JUN 2 6 W! 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
A+O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., j 

NEW YoRK 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 

effor Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene Breetveld 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (2121 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0138092-1} 

2571-1847 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGA'TION 
_. . 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN S. ARONSON AND SARA 
ARONSON, 

Plain ti ffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., e1 al. 

Defendants. j 

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

Index No.: 126686/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMEN 
MOTION AND ORDER F I L E D  

JUN 2 6 2312 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

u 

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

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defcndant, 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 k N w York \&A, , 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Aronson, Martin S. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Cow, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

so ORI 
Heitler 



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 Index No.: 126686/02, 

F I L E D  ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
JUN 2 8 2012 

CLERKS OFFICE 
MARTIN S. ARONSON AND SARA 

ARONSON, NEW YORK i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

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

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 dl co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York 
\ Q\ ,\Y, ,2012 

A & k y  for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
M c G r w u  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

h o m o 4  Martin S. 
W ~ r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1235248A 

*I. , 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELOISE V. BROADWAY, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of MARION 
BROADWAY and ELOISE V. BROADWAY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFtCE 
NEW YORK Index No.: 1 10258/04, 

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 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. 

,2012 

“rs: \\ 
%\) 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Broadway, Marion 
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, 

324-8046 
1- 52012 



GUY MARKS, F I L E D  - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUN 2 6 2012 JUDGMENT 

-against- 
DEFENDANT 

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. 
'1 

Dated: Harrison. New York &.08.17. " 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



This document relates to: 

EUGENE lUS0, JR. 

NYCAL 

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

Index Nos.: 105 15 1-03 
10073 1-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Pneurno Abex LLC, be and arc hereby dismissed wiili pwiudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
G h b L  

SMITI I ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys fbr Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 E>.t. 21 



JAMES E. KEAHON, F I L E D  
110788/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
JUN 2 6  2012 SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE MOTION AND 

"against- NEW YORK ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

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

Defendant, COMPANY 
X 1_--------1-__-__----------------_-------------"----------"----------- 

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. 

Dated: Hamison, New York 6 .& I?, 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

Attorneys for  Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



, *' 

RALPH BLANK, 

Plaintiff, 

F I L E D  NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

JUN 2 6  2012 JUDGMENT 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "\J 
Attorneys for Plaintrf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

SO ORDERED: 

Honorable Sher&KJ!&I 

Rodri&Armand, Jr., Esq. 

Attorneysfor Defendant 

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

MARlN GOODMAN, LL !f 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

JUN 0 8 201E 



JOHN P. BYRNES, 
F I L E - D  

JUN 2 6 21112 
Plaintiff FFGE COUNTY CLERK'S 0 

NEW YORK -against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 11950412002 
1 1327812002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

1% 

--A$- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, -.\ MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 

Attorneys for Defendunt 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR- OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 

JUN 0 82012 



This document relates to: 

FRANCES MALEY, F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0~''~ 
Plaintiff, 

-against- NEW YoRS 

KEELER-DOPX OLWER BOILER COMPANY, eL al. 

Defendant. 

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

Index No.: 190209/2012 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

mELER-DBRR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: &/= 201 2 

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

SO ORDERED 

Paul B. Josephs,%sq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

JUN O 8 20121 



-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 12604512002 
1 13 56612002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs, 

Dated: Harrison, New York 06 I of# I ?+ 
I -,, 

.I-+" ~~ d 6 1 "k.) &" \ " .- 

+ "*&Jk*Ac*< ,d' t<L4 

<- 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-RORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 

JUN 0 8 2012 



1 

HORACE LEO CAYEN, 
JuEJ Lr iu12 NOOPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
Plaintiff, COUNTY CLERKS o F F ' E ~ G M E N T  

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

NEW YORK 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -----------II-------_________rl_ll______---------"--I----------------- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrisoq, New York 
P .I, 

,:-' 0% dY \ d f l  F," 
L%\ x;.p* 

L' 

EELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintuf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

COMPANY 
JUN 2 E 20'2 500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

'son, New York 10528 
COUNTY CLEpKS (914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED:- NEW YORK 



PETER E. FLEMING, JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE Plaintiff, 
NEW YOHK 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 113637/2002 
10722212002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

SOORDERED: 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests sutnmary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiff's complaint against defendant Pneurno Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
513 I /  f 2 

i v G  
Benjamin Darche, Esq. 
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pneumo Abax LLC 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 
Attorneys far Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

/ 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No(s).: 102468-00 

This document relates to: 

JOHN PALASZYNSKI 
JUN 2 6 2012 i 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

COUNTY CLERK'S ~~~: 
NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
L J  b-t \ \L 

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

SMITH ABbOT,-L.L.P. 
kttoi risys for Dcfendarrt, 
Pneunw Abex T,T,C 
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 98!-4501 €3, t. 21 

SO ORDERED, 



This document relates to: 

I 

JUN 0 

F I L E D ;  - 
THEODORE PISKADLO Index No(s),: 110182-00 

117891-00 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLCI, hercby requcsts summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Sectiorr 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiff's complaint against defendant Pneumo Abex 1,I.S with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Pneunio Abex LLC, be and are hereby dismissed with pre-judice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
L h \ \ L  

Frank Ortk, Esq. 
Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SMITH ABBOT. L.L.P. 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys fix UeEkndant, 
Pneiinw Abex 1- 1 .C 
90 Broad Street, 4'" Floor 
Ncw York. New York 10004 
212 981-4501 1:; 1. 21 

SO ORDERED, -. 



WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LT C, hereby reques1.s summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, be and u e  hereby dismissed wiih prej tidice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff' 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SMITI I ABBO1' L.L.P. 
Attot r eys  Ibr Dokndant, 
Pneumo Abex LI,C 
90 Broad Street. 4l" Floor 
h c w  York. New 'fork 10004 
212 981-4501 f '>.t .  21 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 82012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

This document relates to: 

ROGER BALDUCCI Index No(s).: 119783-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiff's complaint against defendant Pneurno Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

$13 1) I 2 Dated: New York, New York 

- 

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

Attorneys t'or Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Rroad Street, 41h Floor 
New York. New York 10004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 



This document relates to: Index No.: 10402212003 
12668612002 

MICHAEL A. MARAGLINO, 
JUN 2 20'2 NO OPPOSITION 

o ~ ~ \ G E  SUMMARY 
Plaintiff, COUNTY CLERKS 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

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

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Hari-iwn, ., A New 

I &  

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

)< 4 

(2 12)558-5500 

n 
SO ORDERED: f &/ / 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

Honorable Sherry I#&i$It :itler, J. S .C. 



JAMES E. MAYBEE, 

Plaintiff, OFF\CE JUDGMENT 
COUNTY CLERKS MOTION AND 

-against- NEW YORK ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

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

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrispn, New York a. 

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

*r 2: 

(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMANTLLP 
Attorneys far Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



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

JOHN H. MCGINNJS, 

"against- 

F I L E D  
Plaintiff, JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 12668512002 
1 03 3 3 312003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: H,xrison, New York 

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

',%(, n'6+! 

(2 12)558-5500 

E@Z eitler, J.S.C. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 50 1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



FRANK MONASTERO, F I L E D  NO OPPOSITION 

JUN 2 6  2012 JUDGMENT Plaintiff, 

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 clas and cross-claims against defendant 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

\ I > ,  

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

SOODERED- / 

MARIN GOODMAN: LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



RAYMOND M. NODELL, F I L E D  
12668612002 

NO OPPOSITION 
JUEJ i u ill'i2 SUMMARY 

EGMENT Plaintiff, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF\ TION AND 

"against- NEW YORK O W R  AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

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

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 
1 < * 1  

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 4 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEEL ER-DORR-01; MER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



HENRY J. HAYWARD, JR., 
F I L E D  

NO OPPOSITION 
JUN S 6 2012 SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
COUNTY CLERKS 0 ~ ' " ~  MOTION AND 

-against- NEW YOHK ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

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

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 06 08.12 / 

Attorneysfor PZaintqf Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 



ROLLAND E. HICKEY, 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
JUN 2 z1112 SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND 

-against- NEW YORK -QRDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -----------------____l____l_____________------------------------------ 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York (06 08, 12 

x ,  L v  9 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

JUN 0 8 2012 



F I L E D  
JAMES W. HOLECEK, 

JUN 2 6 2U12 
Plaintiff, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFWE 
-against- NEW YORK 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 104623/2003 
126687/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York @ oe6 I 2 
_ I  

I '  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

I 

\, 'C Kodr&o Ahand,  Jr., 
MARIN GOODMAN il && i, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEEL;ER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff, OFFICE JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
-against- NEW YORK 

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. 

Dated: Hafrison, New York &+. 12 
, y  I 

L <* 

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

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



I 

This document relates to: 

GILBERT0 ORTIZ ARCE, 

Index No.: 127677/2002 F I L E D  

Plaintiff, DGMENT 
COUNTY CLEWS OTION AND 

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 BOLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 06 /& 
Y 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintig 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

M A R ~ N  GOODMAN$LP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



WILLIAM T. GOOLEY, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 107102/2002 
119088/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrispn, New York 06 08.lX 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

SO ORDERED. - 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



This document relates to: 

ROBERT GUIDAL, 

JUN 2 ij; 21112 
Plaintiff, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
-against- NEW YORK 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 1 07 102/2002 
1 19 1 04/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrisog New York 06 - 9 fd Iz 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 

JUN 0 8 2012 



THOMAS HYNES, 
10 1994/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
F I L E D  

SUMMARY 
Plaintiff, JUN 2 6  2012 JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF'CE ORDER AS TO -against- 

NEW YORK &FENDANT 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., KEELER-DORR- 

OLIVER BOILER 
Defendant. COMPANY 

x ...................................................................... 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York Ob.Og.12 

I 

' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. p 
.?  

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

SO ORLIERED: A 

P 
I 

Ro&go Armand, Jr., Es& 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attornqs for Defendant 

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

KEEL ER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



F l L  THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, 

Plaintiff, 
JUM 2 6 

-against- 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,M&,YORK 

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

Index No,: 11327912002 
12090212002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

BELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 86 , 0 @, I 
I 

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

SO ORDERED: - 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



EUGENE D. LALUMIA, 

Plaintiff, 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 G 2012 

-against- COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
N E W Y (.IRK 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 107361/2002 
100846l2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 06 .08. (2 

J7-% 'b. 
'h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '&+'\ 
+.L.Y 

Attorneys for Plaintifs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

RodrigAnnand, Jr., Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LL 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 

JUN 0 8 2012 



This document relates to: 

RALPH F. LUISI, F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

Plaintiff, 
COUNTY CLERKS OFWE 

NEW YORK -against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendant. 

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

Index No,: 103 178/2003 
12444512002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

MARlN GOODMAN, LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendunt 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 

d ! ~ ~  0 8 20121 



NICHOLAS C. LATZER, 

WHEREFORE7 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintrf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)s  8-5 500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for  Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

0 82012 



I I 

HAROLD L,GREEN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 b P i i l Z  

CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 120391/2001 
104298/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Hamson, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1151 

JUN 0 8 2012 



This document relates to: F I L E D  i .  
WILLIAM FRANKLIN 

NYCAL 

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

Index No.: 100592-00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
.UW \ ,WlZ 

Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SMITH ABBOT, L.L.P. 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Pneumo Abex LLC 
90 Broad Street, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

Iein Heitler 



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

This document relates to: 

EUGENE DEGANNES 

NYCAL 

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

Index NO.: 103007-01 
100755-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WIEREFORE, defendant Prreumo Abex LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

Plaintiffs complaint against dcfendant Pneumo Abex LLC with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated New York, New York 
&mQ- 1 ,  mLL 

Weitz and Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Pnemo Abex LLC 
New York, New Yurk 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
212 981-4501 Ext. 21 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  

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

10558212003 

~ 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

DAVID WEISSMAN, 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUN 2 6 2012 SUMMARY 
Plainti$ JUDGMENT 

OUNTy CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND 
-against- NEW YORK a ORDERASTO 

DEFENDANT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _f__________-l_"___-_______________I____-------~~~--------~~~~-------~ 

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

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

- 
Rodrig Arm'and, Jr., Esd  
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 

I 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York &.OB. 12 



ALFRED O'CONNOR, 

104 146/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
J W N  2 6 2312 SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
COUNTY CLERKS QFF'CE ' MOTION AND 

-against- NEW YoRK > 4 ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -------------"------__11__1_____________--------------------"--------- 

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 clas and cross-claims against defendant 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Hwison, New York 06 g- 

'Y 
Q <  'I, 

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

7 +* t 

(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(9 14) 4 12-7300 . ,  
SO ORDERED- 



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 clas and cross-claims against defendant 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrisqn, New York 06 ,08.(< 
a I, 

' \  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

'1: ?I 

(212)558-5500 

MAR& GOODMAN~LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



This document relates to: L E D IndexNo.: 10350912003 
12668 112002 

SAMUEL OSBORNE, 
NO OPPOSITION JUN 2 b 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLLER 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 clas and cross-claims against defendant 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New Y ork @- 0 8 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



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

This document relates to: 

FREDERICK A. PORTA, 

Index No.: 10402912003 F I L E D  12668612002 

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 clas and cross-claims against defendant 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 06 '43 g a 12 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 



Index No.: 104154/2003 
126935/2002 

SUMMARY 
Plaintiff, COUNTY CLERK' OFF''' JUDGMENT 

NEW YORK MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
x --------I---_-------_________________I__--------------l--------------- 

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 clas and cross-claims against defendant 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York o@.Qifd 1.z 

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

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR- OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



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

X NYCAL ....................................................................... 
I.A.S, Part 30 In Re: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This document relates to: Index No.: 103872/2003 

F I L E D  12668212002 

X -------------------____r__r_____________------------------"------------ 

LUISA ROTOLO, 
JUN 2 6 2012 NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
Plaintiff, co NTY LERKS OFF\%JDGMENT 

NEW yoRK W T I O N  AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

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

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

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BO1 LER 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 clas and cross-claims against defendant 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Har#r"son, New York 0610g./2 
,) I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

MARIN GOODMAN~LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



This document relates to: 

BILLIE W. SELF, 

Index No.: 127400/2002 F I L E D  
JUN 2 8 2012 NO OPPOSITION 

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 clas and cross-claims against defendant 

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 06,08./2 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



FRANK J. STILA, 

I2668112002 
103 86912006 

NO OPPOSITION lrjfl 2 6 '''''* SUMMARY 
Plaintiff, DGMENT 

COUNTY CLERKS TION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

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

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 06 0 g d  I?. 
P *  

d*"  , 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

3 :  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 

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

'' ',, 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

JUN 0 sm't 



-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a]., KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -----_____------___-________I___________"----------------------"------ 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Hzpison, New York 

1 

v * 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

JUN o 8 2012 



This document relates to: 

~ 

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

Index No.: 126291/2002 

F I L E D  
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Haryison, New York &.@, 2 
I j  

1 

5~ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

JUN 0 8 2012 



VINCENT LEONE, 
E 12668612002 

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 BOLLER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Hamison, New York s 6 . 0 6 d ~ ~  

I,. ~ >. I r *  

'% b, "1. 
"$ +!A WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



F I L E D  
MICHAEL PATRICK GILL, 

JUN 2 6 2012 
Plaintiff, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
-against- NEW YORK 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 104 1 74/2003 
12693512002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLlVER BOKER 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 BOLER COMPANY , be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York Q6 .o I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

Jh 0 8 20121 



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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 

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

Attorneys for  Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 50 1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

JUN 0 8 2012 



LAWRENCE G. MANNING, F I L E D  
Plaintiff, JUEJ 2 6 2012 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 107103/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

i 

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

SO ORDERED: 
- 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 



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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite SO1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

JUN Q 8 2012 



-against- 

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. 

rk 06.Og.IZ 
(1 

v - - -+p 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintvf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

SO ORDERED: 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



Plaintiff, 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

JUN 0 8 2012 



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

*-X 

-X 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, 

-against- OFF\= 
C O U N ' ~ ~   CLERK^ 

Y O W  
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,%Y, 

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

Index No.: 107004/2002 
1 15 179/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 



This document relates to: 

CONRAD F. WAHL, 

:Index No.: 11212712002 
1 07 16912002 

NO OPPOSITION 
JUN 2 6  2MZ SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
S off'GEMOTION AND 

ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

COUNTY CLERK 
NEW .(ORK -against- 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -------I------__---------------"----------------"-------"------------- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Hamism, New York 06.08. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



This document relates to: lndex No.: 1 19673/2000 

ALEXANDER ZABLOZKI (Dec.), 

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. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 

<' 
I (  

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintisf 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 



This document relates to; F I L E D  w -  

MARTIN S. ARONSON, 
J U N  2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIC~ 
Plaintiff' 

-against- NEW YORK 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: 126686/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

IUCELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York @. 08. lz 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. *'T~+!, MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR- OLJ VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

JUN 0 8 2012 



10562612003 

' NO OPPOSITION L ROBERT JOSEPH BLASO, 

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. 

Dated: Harrison, New York &.OB, (L" 
- 

4 ,  - B  
i -7- y 

, ,A, i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \yr x 
% 

Attorneys for Plaintisf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: A 

MARlN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



FRITZ BUHRER, 
12693512002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

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. 

Dated: Harrison, New York &. Q8. 

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

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 



RENATOJOSEPHCHIRLES, F I L E D 

-against- COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., 

Defendant. 

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

Index No.: 1041 8412003 
12693 512002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 06. ogd /k 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

n SO ORDERED: 



Endex No.: 10352712003 
12668 1 12002 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Hqrison, New York 

l 

e *  
* /*%. 

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

SO ORDERED: 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



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

ROBERT FLAHERTY, F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

Plaintiff, 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

-against- NEW YORK 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOLLER COMPANY, et al., 

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

Index No.: I 040 1 1 /2003 
126686l2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York ob$o8d 12 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

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

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

soomw 
I A a  I N  

Honorable h&'k&$ in-Heitler, J.S.C. 

(914) 412-7300 

JUN 0 8 2012 



JUN 2 ti 2012 

W T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

Index No 
105626/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER M W Y O R K  A 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTKUCTION COKPORATION, as Successor in Interest to 'I'ISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTKUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

ttorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway I'ISIIMA N CONSTRUCTION 
New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest EO 'I'ISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I . U .  Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

J U N  0 82012 
SO ORDERED, - 



This Document Relates to: 

Blll IRER, FRITZ 
Index No 
104 18W03 

W HEREFORB, defendant, 1ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to 'TISHMAN REALTY & CONS'TRUC1'lON CO., INC. ,  hereby requests summary judgnicnl 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in lnterest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONS'I'RUClION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

& McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 'TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 1. U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(516) 294-5433 

J1 



This Document Relates to: 

HICKEY,RQI.,LANL)E. I L E D 

- 

S & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

Interest to TlSHMAN REALTY Ccl 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .  U . Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

I CORPORATION, as Successor in 

-.- 
SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 

Index No 
125965102 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONS'I'RUC'I'ION CO.,  INC.. hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TlSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTlON CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISIIMAN CONS'I'RUC'I'ION CORPORA'I'ION, as Successor in Interest to TISIIMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 



This Document Relates To: Index No: 105602-04 

GERALD H. CAUGHELL JR., as Executor of 
the Estate of GERALD H. CAUGHELL SR. and 
MARGARET JEAN CAUGHELL, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC,, fMa AMEMCAN 

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

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

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with-- 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: J - I ! I ! ~ ~  J I  20' 2 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

JUN 0 82012 (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates to: 

STILA, FRANK J. 103496/03 
Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSl'RUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TlSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISIIMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
i ^^.  - "sj n 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

A SO ORDERED, 

k 
m E S  EDWARDS 

HMUTY,  DEMBRS & McMANUS v ttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY C(r 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I . U .  Yillets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

J,N 4 )  8 2012 (516) 294-5433 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
NYCAL X -___ll-----___-l----____ll________l___ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: 
MARK D. ASHTON Index No.: 103375/02 

I 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. JUN 2 6 2012 
X _-_______-_l____l---_l_______l________ 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby m m s k  summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Sec t ion  §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Mark D. Ashton Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 55-9000 

e No.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERE 

WJY 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _l--___l_---___----l___I_____________I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -_____----__----__-I------------------ 

This Document Relates to: 
ED K. BO 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

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

Index No.: 114898/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 

JUN 2 ti 2012 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t h  

prejudice and without costs. 

New York 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Ed K. Eo Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New Brooklyn, New York 11201 

A 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X -____----____l----_l_I________________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X __I---____-----__--------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
RICHARD L. BOSSEY 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X 

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

Index No.: 1 0 4 5 2 1 / 0 2  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F E 
' O U N ~  CLERKS OFFICE WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby r ~ ~ & K S U ~ a r ~  

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil PracticE 

Law and Rules Section §3212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BUEWHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
R i c h a r d  L. Bossey Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 

ile No.: 11084-3524 
212-558-55  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

:" L. y L 9 $2012 



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

' IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X -______-_--------_-------- - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -_-_______--------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
RALPH A .  CONTE 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 116074/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JUN 2 6 2012 

judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant t o  Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' C o m p l a i n t  

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

seph M. Angiolillo, Esq. 
Cullen and D y k m a n  LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Ralph A .  Conte Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

File No,: 11084-3526 
212-558-5500  ) 855-9000 

SO ORDERE 

-l 1"; 
1 '  , /\\I /, _ .  



SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

NYCAL 

(Judge Heitler) 

X ___-___--__l--l_l--_____________I____I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS L IT IGAT I ON 

This Document Relates to: 
CARL CUCCO, JR . Index No.: 112736/02 

X 
__l__l-_l_l-l__l--l_--____l__l-l__ 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff, 

- against - 

JUN 2 t i  i u i 2  
A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

__-____-____-___I-___l____l_________l_ C o u N n  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section S3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross  claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
C a r l  Cucco, Jr. Burnham LLC 
700 Broadwa 177 Montague Street 
New York, N Brooklyn, New York 11201 

ur File N o . :  11084-2884 

Attorneys for Defendant 

) 855 -9000  

SO ORDERE 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL I----------------__-______________111_ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
DENIS A. DONAI-IUE Index No.: 102421/02 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JUN 2 b 2u12 
Defendants. 

________________ll_ll__________l______ x COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 4 
NEW YORK 4 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules  Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys fox Defendant 
D e n i s  A. Donahue Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-55 ( 7 1 8 )  855 -9000  

Our File No.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERE 

JUN 0 8 2012 



'. 
SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

NYCAL X l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ I  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1.A.S- Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 
ERIC E. DREIMILLER Index No.: 1 1 8 9 8 0 / 0 2  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff,F I L E ~JBYARY JUDGMENT 

TION AND ORDER 

JUN 2 6 'lir12 
- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BUEWHAM LLC, hereby requests summar: 

pursuant to Civil Practict judgment in the above-entitled case, 

Law and Rules Section g3212,  dismissing plaintiffs' C o m p l a i n 1  

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nt 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim: 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed wit1 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: Brooklyn, ,.New York 

- -I - -__ - -  
Attorneys for Plaintiff At torn€ 
Ex-i c E D r e i r n i  11 ex- Burnhan 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Man,,,, 
New York, New York 10003 Brookly- 
212-558-5500  l 7 1 Q \  0 

SO ORDERED: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenbercl, P rill 1 en and Dykman LLP 

!ys f o r  Defendant 
1 LLC 
+=rnle Street 
11, dew York 11201 

ile No.: 11084-3509 
u55-9000 

JUN 0 8 2012 



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

NYCAL X l___-___l_l___l_l-__I________________I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates to: 
GARY L. FARNHAM Index No.: 117982/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _____l___l__-___-_______l_______l_l___ 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMWARY JUDGMENT 

JUN 2 tj PU12 
Defendants. 

x COUNTY CLERKS 0 ~ ' ' ~  
__-__I___--__-___--__l_____l__________ 

4 NEW YORK WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summarl 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
G a r y  L. Farnham 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

Joseph M .  Angiolillo, E s q .  
Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

S u r  File No.: 11084-1 



.,Js 

- 1  

SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE O F  NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

IN RE:  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S, Part 30 
X NYCAL --____-------l__---------------------- 

ASBESTOS LTTIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X -----_--------__---------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
HARVEY FIALA Index No.: 1 1 5 3 5 4 / 0 2  

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i 

JUN 2 6 2u12 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 1 
against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Harvey F i a l a  Burnham LLC 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

ur File No.: 11084-3020 
7 1 8 )  855-9000 



i 

- 

L 

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

NYCAL X __-____II--_____---_______________l__l 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X ___---____-----_--I------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
MICHAEL 0. FLYJYN Index No.: 1 0 4 3 0 4 / 0 2  

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT F P I O N  AND ORDER 

& E O  
- against - 

A.C. & S., TNC., et al., 
'Ubi 2 6 2012 

Defendants. 
__I-______--____----___I______________ FPUN~Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

i NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without cos ts .  

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plainti Attorneys for Defendant 
Michael  0. Flynn Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-3085 
(718) 855-9000 



Y .  

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  

judgment in the above-entltled c a s e ,  pursu,?nt to c : ~ v l l  P ~ d c t  I (  

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, arid there b e i r i y  no 

opposition t h e r e t o ,  

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
W e i t z  & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant- 
F r a n k  T. Weber B u r n h a m  LLT 
700 Broadway, 6tt '  Floor 177 Montaque Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 
-__-___-__-___-__--___l_l_____________ 

IN RE: NEW YORR COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X 

This Document Relates to: 
Harold L. Green and Evelyn B. Green, 

Index No.: 1 0 4 2 9 8 / 0 2  

Plaintiff, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

A.C. & S . ,  Inc., et al., 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _____-l___l_-l_-___-_______________I__ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R u l e s  Section §3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario i 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claim: 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys f o r  Plainti 

Green 

&1len and Dykman LLP - 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Mario  & DiBono  Plastering Co. 
rn - 

l l l L . .  

700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 855-9000 
' - N O . :  1 0 9 2 4 - 7 3 9  

;o Ordered: 
012 





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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -__--l--------l-_--------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
Mildred S.  Cayen, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Horace 
Leo Cayen, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

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

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NYCALNEW YORK 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitleu) 

Index No.: 123161/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
S'UMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co.  Inc . ,  with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross  claims against defendant Mario & D i B o n o  Plastering 

Co.  Inc,, be dismissed with prejudice and without cos t s .  

Brook1 n,  New York 
Ji, * , 2012 

Dated: 

a Matthew 7Z'& T. MacIn tyk ,  E s q .  //A Cullen and Dyk n LLP 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Mildred S .  Cayen, I n d i v i d u a l l y  Mario & D i B o n o  Plastering Co. Inc 
and a s  Executrix for the 
E s t a t e  of Horace Leo Cay rooklyn, New York 11201 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 1000 

So Ordered: 

177 Montague Street 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUnrTY I.A.S. P a r t  3 0  

-X NYCAL - ~ ~ - - " ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - r _ _ _ - - I I  - _ - _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATIQN (Judge Heitler) 
-X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - I - - - - - - - L - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to,: 
CHARLES JOHNSON, INDEX NO 1 2 1 4 7 7 / 0 2  

105917/04 

P l a i n t i f f s ,  

- against - NO QPPOSITTON S-RY 

R . O .  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, I N C , ,  et al,, Jm- rrE 4 
JUN 2 6 2012 

NEW YOHK 
WHEREFORE, defendant GOZTLDS PUMPS I I N C  + , hereby scqueuto 

summary judgment in t he  abuve-entitled c a ~ e ,  p u r s u a n t  to C i v i l  

Prac t icc  Law and R u l e s  Section 5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

Complaint against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., wi-th prejudice, and 

there  being no 0 p p ~ s i t i o ~ 1  there to ,  

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

cross claims against detendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., be dismissed 

w i t h  p re judice  and wiLhout costs .  



c 

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

IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY 

-_-________I_________________I________ X 
This Document Relates to 
LOUIS PAVON 

X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- against 

A.C. & S., INC 

Plaintiff, 

, et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pi 

N Y CAT, 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Judge fleitler) 

I n d e x  No. : 100302/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

JUN 2 6 2012 

rsuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' C o m p l a i n t  

against defendant BURNHAM L L C ,  with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
L o u i s  Pa von E u rnh am L LC 
700 Broadway, 61 t i  Floor 177 Montague Street 
New Y o r k ,  New York  10003 B r o o k l y n ,  New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our F l l ~  NO.: 11084-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES W I T H I N  NEW YORK CITY 

I N  RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Index No. : 112711/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, h e r e b y N w m K t s  surrlrriary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to C i v i l  Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissiny plaintiffs' C o m p l a i n t  

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to d1.1 co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: B r o o k l y n ,  New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. \';. Culler1 and Dykman L L P  
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
F K a n C i s  J. R o k i t k a  Burr iham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th  F l o o r  177 Moritague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. F , ~ r t  30 
X NYCRL __l-_l_____---ll--__------------------ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ( Judge  H e i t  1 e r )  
X ___-_______----I----______________I___ 

This Document Relates to: 
STANLEY RYNDAK Index No.: 112561/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Y JUDGMENT 
ER 

JUN 2 6 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests  surruridILy 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudic:e,  a n d  t h e r e  hei n / j  r i v  

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t h  

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New Y o r k  I 

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintii A t t o r n e y s  f o r  Deieriddrit 
S t a n  1 ey Ryndd k Burn h am L LC 
700 Broadway, 6tt '  F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn ,  New York 1 1 2 0 1  
212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

O u r  F i l e  No.: 11084-1 
- 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  3 0  
X NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge H e i t l e r )  

T h i s  Document Rela t e s  t o :  
ROBERT W .  SCHAETZER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 115024/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JUN 2 6 2012 
X __________---l-ll--l_-------------------- 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
WHERE FORE , de f e ndan t BU RNHAM LLC , he r eId'$fV\kh!qFl& s t s s umrn a r y 

judgment  in t h e  above-entitled cdse, p u r s u a n t  to C i v i l  k'rdi,t i (,e 

L a w  and R u l e s  S e c t i o n  53212, dismissing plaintiffs' C o m p l a i n t  

a g a i n s t  defendant BURNHAM LLC,  w i t h  prejudice, dnd there being 110 

opposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice t o  all co-defendants, all claims 

and  c r o s s  claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be d i s m i s s e d  with 

p r e j u d i c e  and  w i t h o u t  costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn N e w  York 
d 3 f  , 2012 

Cullen and Dykman L L P  
A t t o r n e y s  for Defendant 

Robert W. Schaetzer B u r n h a m  LLC' 
7 0 0  Broadway, 6"' Floor 1'17 Montague Street 
N e w  Y o r k ,  N e w  York 1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, N e w  York 1 1 2 0 1  

-(718) 855-9 
O u r  File Nc 

212-558-5500 000 
' .  : 1 

JUN 

1084-1 

0 8 2012 



, 

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

IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

This Document Relates to: 
ERICH SZILLUS 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. : 105562/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ON AND ORDER wg 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ! 

NEW YORK 
hereby requests sunimar: 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practi.c< 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Cnmplainl 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and t h e r e  being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  c l a i m :  

be dismissed w i t k  and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brpoklyn, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Erich  S z i l l u s  Burr iham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6+" F l o o r  177 Montague S t r e e t  
New Y o r k ,  New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

O u r  File No.: 11084-3078 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 



c 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X I----_____-________------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
DONALD M. TAYLOR 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

WHEREFOREf defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part '30 
(Judye Hcitler-)  

Index No. : 190336/11 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

hereby requests SUInmarY 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and t.here being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BUKNHAM LLC, be d i s m i s s e d  w i t . h  

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys for P l a i n t i f f  
Donald M. T a y l o r  Burrihariz LLC' 
700 Broadway, 6tt' F l o o r  177 Montague Strpet 
N e w  York, New Y o r k  10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-2885 

K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. P a r t  30 
X NYCAI ,  ____-------__l_____------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _-________---------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
SALVATORE TINE Tndex No.: 110775/02 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

& S., I N C . ,  et al., 

Defendants, 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM L L C , C w & Q L m m ~  summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, d i s m i s s i n g  p l  a i n t i f t s ’  C o m p l < l i n t  

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  p r e ~ u d l c e ,  and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

NEW YORK 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendant:, r l l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  1: Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
S a l v a t o r e  T i n e  Burn ham L LC 
700 Broadway, 6‘’’ F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New Y o r k ,  New York  1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our F i l e  No.: 13084-1 
SO ORDERED 

JUN 0 8 2012 



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

IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

NYCAL X _l___l________l___-________l___l______ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) X _____- -____-__-___- -__________________ 
This Document Relates to: 
THOMAS H. VALONE I11dpx N(>. : l l c r , , : 4 / i ,  

P l a i n t i f f ,  

- against - 

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

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

F 
AND ORDER 

!e 
%& 

judgment in the above-entltled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plainilffs' Cornpl ; i_ i r l t  

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposltion thereto, 

ORDERED,  that upon notice to d l 1  co-cIlt.fc~nci,.lnt.-,, r i l l  (11 I I 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismlssed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
T h o m a s  H. Valone 
700 Broadway, 6"' F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New Y o r k ,  New Y o r k  1 0 0 0 3  Brooklyn, New York 11201 

B u r r i  h am L L C 

212-558-5500 (718) 85'1-9000 D 

e NO.: 11084-1 

I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN R E :  NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ___ll-l-l-----__l__------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
x 

This Document Relates to: 
GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.C. & S., INC., e t  al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pi 

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

Index No.: 109483/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 

hereby requests sumni3'Yy 

rsuant t o  Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plri1.nt i ffs' SornF)1 ( I  I I , /  

against d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t h  

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Dated: B r o o k l v n ,  New Y o r k  

*> ";;-\* Frank Ortiz, Esq. -,*a 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  \'*T 

Attorneys for P l a i n t i f f  
George A .  W a l k e r ,  S r .  
700 Broadway, 6th F l o o r  
New York, New Y o r k  10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
B u r n h a m  LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn ,  New Y o r k  11201 

O u r  File No.: 1.1084-1 
(718) 8-55-9000 

JUN 0 8 2012 



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

This Document Relates to: 
ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Index  No.: 110790/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NEW YORK WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BU'SNHAM LLC, -hereby requests surnrridPy 

judgment in the above-entitled case, p u r s u a n t  to (-'I vi 1 P r a c t i c e  

Law and Rules S e c t i o n  5 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  prejudice, and there b e i n g  n o  

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t h  

prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Cullen 2nd Dykman T,LP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff A t t o r n e y s  for Defendant 
R o l a n d  E. La D i e u ,  Sr. B LI m h  am L Lc* 
700 Broadway, 6+'' Floor 177 Montague S t r e e t  
N e w  York, N e w  York 10003 B r o o k l y n ,  New York 11201 
212-558-5500 18) 855~9000 

?--File No. : 11084-1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ___I-______------__-____________I_____ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X --______-----__----------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
ROBERT J. LYDECKER 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X ---_-_------------_------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC,  

NYCAL 
I . A . S .  Part 30 
(Judge Hel- t ler)  

Index No. : 115157/0;' 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

D ORDER Mm 
JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

h e r e b y  r e q u e s t s  summar\ 
wl 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicc 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, wit -h  prejudice, <?nd t h e r e  beinq nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED,  that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claim? 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed w i t k  

prejudice and without cos t s .  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Derendant 
Rober t  J. Lydecker BuriihaIn I, LP 
700 Broadway, 6th  Floor 177 M O n t d . g U e  Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, N e w  York 11201 
212-558-5500 , (718) 855-9000 

File NO.: 11084-3079 

JUN 0 8 2012 

Our 

K. Heitler 



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

I N  RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30  
X NYCAL ---_____l__________------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

This Document Relates to: 
GUY MARKS 

Plaintiff, 

Index No. : 1.-13932/0? 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

AND ORDER rn - against - 

A . C .  & S., INC., et al., 
JUN 2 ei 2312 

Defendants. 
X COUNTY CLERKS OFF ICE __--__--__------_--___________________ 

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby  requests sumGary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Prac t - ice  

Law and R u l e s  Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED,  that upon notj ce to all c o - d e f e n d a n t s ,  a l l  cldirns 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
G u y  M a r k s  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6+" Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-r1000 

Our File No.: 11084-7521 
SO ORDE 

Hon. JUN 0 8 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

T h i s  Document R e l a t e s  t o :  
SAM R. MOGAVERO 

P l a i n t i f f ,  

- a g a i n s t  - 

A . C .  & S., INC., e t  al., 

N Y CAI; 
T.A.S. Part 3 0  
(Judge H e i t l e r )  

Index No.: 114876/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFiCE 
WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC,  h e r e W w 8 $ % s t s  summarq 

judgment  in 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  F r a c t i c c  

Law and  R u l e s  S e c t i o n  53212 ,  d i s m i s s i n g  p l a i n t i f f s '  Complaint 

a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, w i t h  p r e j u d i c e ,  arid t h e r e  be1 n q  nc 

opposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice t o  a l l  c o - d e f e n d a n t s ,  a l l  claims 

and  cross c l a i m s  a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC,  be d i s m i s s e d  with 

p r e j u d i c e  and w i t h o u t  c o s t s .  

C u l l e n  and  Dykman LLP 
A t t o r n e y s  f o r  P l a i n t i f f  A t t o r n e y s  f o r  Defendant  
Sam R .  Mogavero Burn ham L LC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 1 7 7  Montague Street 

Brooklyn ,  New York 1 1 2 0 1  
212-558-55 (718) 855-9000 

0.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK C I T Y  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3 0  
X NYCAL ...................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
X _________---____II_-_l_ll_____________ 

This Document Relates to: 
PATRICK MYERS Index No.: 1034.52/02 

NO-OPPOSITION I 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGJkENT I L E E I O N  AND ORDER 

- against - 

ABB LUMMUS, et al., JUN i G rut2 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, p u r s u a n t  to C i v i l  Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Cullen and Dykman L L P  
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
P a t r i c k  Myers B u r n h a m  LLC 
700 Broadway, 6"' Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 





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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X ___I_--------------_________I_________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _-___________- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -_ -___- - -  

This Document Relates to: 
JAMES A. FRETTO 

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

Index No.: 117983/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SuMMaRY JUDGMENT 

TION AND ORDER 
- against - 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BUEWHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: rBxooklvn. New York 

T Frank Ortiz, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
James A.  F x - e t t o  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 q 
SO ORDERED: 9 

oseph M. Angiolillo, Esq. 
Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-3517 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000  

Hon. Sher& 'rhl Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3 0 .  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X NYCAL I----_______----------_--------------- 

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

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN A. GENTILE Index No.: 118977/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 

- against - 

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

Defend 

Plaintiff,F I E SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
TION AND ORDER 

JUN 2 6 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
John A. Gentile Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 ( 7 1 8 )  855 -9000  



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

X NYCAL ----_______-----_______ll_________l___ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3 0  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X --________I---_______I________________ 

This Document Relates to: 
HAROLD L. GREEN Index No.: 104298/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT F / 1 E M F O N  AND ORDER 

- against - 

A.C. & S., INC. , et al. JUN 2 6 2~112 

Def endantsCOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section S3212,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

N E ~ Y O R K  - -_______-- - - -_____-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Haro ld  L . Green Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) s55-9000 &,/= File No.: 1 1 0 8 4 - 2 8 5 1  

so  ORDER^: A M  

Hon. S h s  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _----______--------____I______________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______- - - -_ -____- - - -__________________ 

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN A. HYNES 

Plaintiff , 

- against - 

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

Defendants. 
X 

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

Index No,: 104165/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, h e r e h m q m s t s  summary 

4 

judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C ,  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John A.  Hynes 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-2997 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 



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

NYCAL X _______I__I--___---__l________l__l____ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 . A . S .  Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ _ _ - _ - _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
This Document Relates to: 
FREDERICK W. JACOB Index No.: 110714/02 

- against - 

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

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT F 1 C rr 7 ORDER 

JUN 2 6 2012 
Def enLants * c ERKS OFFICE ik ____________l_-l__l-________________ 

NE YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summarl 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section §3212,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being nc  

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: p o o k l y q ,  New York 
&; I*>>.  s A3 f , &O 12 

*p #W*h, Y I  i t "  - 4, 'p--.c 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dvkrnan LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Frederick W. Jacob Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500  (718) 855-9000 



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

NYCAL X -___I--_-___----__-------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X _-___II---__-----_-------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 
JAMES E. KEAHON Index No.: 1 1 0 7 8 8 / 0 2  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ON AND ORDER 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., JUN 2 B '1012 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil PracticE 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

" 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
James E .  Keahon 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

JUN 0 82012 



1 !! .-I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COTJNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

NYCAL X -____I---___----__I------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

X 
This Document Relates to: 
JOHN J. KEOUGH Index No.: 1 1 5 0 0 9 / 0 2  

NO-OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT ' / LmAND ORDER 

- against - 

( 1  A.C. & s., INC., et al., 

Defendants. CLERKS OFFICE 

4 ___--____I-____I-__-_l__l________l____ #EW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1 1  
1 1  Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 1 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no ! 1 1 1  opposition thereto, 1 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
John J. Keough Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X - - -_ -_ -__ f l l_________________________  

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN S. KOSTOROSKI Index No.: 112087/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 

- against - 

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

Plaintiff, SUMM?iRY JUDGMENT F / 1 E B I O N  AND ORDER 

JUN 2 6 2012 

Def enGant&OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
-MWWORK _ _ _ - - _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, E s q .  Joseph M. Angiolillo, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
John S. Kostoroski Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 

r File No.: 11084-3510 
2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5  18) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



EUGENE M. BREETVELD and 
THERESABREETVELD, 

Plaintiff( s), 
-Against- 

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

Index No.: 111588/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendant(s). - 7  JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFWE 
WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc,, hereby r e@kNsY.a ry  rr* 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

b L A d P O J k  
Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27'h Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
212.609.6800 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

JUN 0 8 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 13244093v.1 



FP 

JOSEPH V. SIGNORELLI ( d e c . ) ,  

P l a i n t i f f  ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

(Heitler, J. ) 

Index No.: 02/127007 
94/100118 
92 /2  952 5 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
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 5 3212, 

dismissing p l a i n t i f f ' s  complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant  NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Dated: BKO;~~{;, N e w  York 
, 2012 

Attorney for Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
NATIONAL GRID 700 Broadway 
177  Montague New York ,  NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 1 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 20~2 



F I L E D  
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: 

__l_____l___________l_________________l_ 

_l________________-l_____l__________l___ 

JO-ANN MCLEAN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of NICHOLAS SANTORA, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b /a  
NATIONAL GRID, et d., 

Index No.: 00 /102768  
98 /111042  
97 /121749  

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, p u r s u a n t  to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Dated: Bropt{n[ New York , 2012 

Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t  
NATIONAL GRID 700 Broadway 
177 Montague S New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 1 (212) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffs, 
- against I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X _____""-"""___11_1___--111-11-------------------"""-"-------_-----~-~ 

WHEREFOE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, sMa The B.F. Goodrich Company, 

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

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

COWORATION, s/Wa B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

5 7 5  ) 2012 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(21 2)558-5500 

F I L E D  

BY: v&L,a/ 
William E. Quackenboss 
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 



DOROTHY DEDON, Individually and as 
Administratrix of the Estate of 
ELMO E. DEDON, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

JUN 2 6 2812 

NY CAL COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
I.A.S. Part S W Y O R K  
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 00/105416 

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 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
ERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

ntague Street New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



JUN 2 6 2U12 

RAYMOND HODGE, SR., Index No.: 03/102372 
02/127888 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
- a g a i n s t  - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

Defendants. 
X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUaGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a  NATIONAL 

G R I D  ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC E/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, p u r s u a n t  t o  Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there b e i n g  no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL G R I D  be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook lyn ,  N e w  York 
L , 2512 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
r Defendant Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

G R I D  GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212 )  558-5500 
(718) 8$5-9000 

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: 

_______________f____-------------------- 

_________f_________________l__________l_ 

DIANE SINRAM, as Executrix for the Estate 
of GEORGE SINRAM, and DIANE SINRAM, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et aJ., 

Index No.: 03 /104852  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD(;MENT 
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 AUTHORITYf hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

id D-an LLP 
t ney for Defendant Attorneys for 

NAT ONAL G R I D  GENERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (2121 5.5R-55nn 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

cp”l? 
- - - - ,  - - -  ..-..- 

3, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X ____________________-------------------- 

X ........................................ 

ARLENE RUSH, as the Executrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM J. SWANSON, and ARLENE 
RUSH, as the Executrix for the Estate of 
GRACE L. SWANSON, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al;, 

JUN 2 6 2012 

(Hei t le r ,  J. ) 

Index No.: 02 /125907  
02 /108357  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD(;MENT 
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 being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

- -  . 

Y o r k ,  NY 10003 
2 )  558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

.. . .. 



c 

---------_r-__"l__ll1----------1-11-l------------------"------- 

WILLIAM T. GOOLEY and KATH E E, N E InaexNo. 119088/02 
GOOLEY, 107 102/02 

P1 inti s, 
NO OPPOSITION 

-against- JUN 2 6 201*: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

A 

B 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York f l  I 



-- I. I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOF2K 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

__ 
Index No,: 190215-11 

ANDREW J. SADOWSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of EDWARD SADOWSKI, and 
ALBERTA SADOWSKI, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- F I L E D  : : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests " 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, N E E M  MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, i 
i 
I 
i 

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

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 1 

1 witliout costs. 

Dated: JL4M lo,2017 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
: Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Braaten & Pascarella 
Attorneys for Ftheern Manufacturing Co. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ ~ ~~ 

-4 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE LEQNG and FLOREN 
sLBp;\E E 0 'Index No. 190108/ 2 

m 
NO OPPOSITION 

JUN z 6  ,,F\CFSUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with 

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

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the  same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, # 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 190108/12 

GEORGE LEONG and FLORENCE LE 

NO OPPOSITION 
26 5UMMARY JUDGMENT N N  ..C o ~ ~ \ % ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc, 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Gaggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE LEONG and FLORENCE LEONG 
Index No. 190108/12 

\ L E D NOOPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

, by its successor-in- 
interest, BORG-WARNER MORSE TEC,INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in- 

interest, BORG-WARNER MORSE TEC,INC., with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, by its suc~ssor-in-interest, BORE- 

WARNER MORSE TEC,INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 5 / 2 3  ,2012 w H ~~ en Griff Chalier 
Weitz & Luxenberg ,I Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Borg-Warner Corporation, by its 
successor-in-interest, BORG- 
WARNER MORSE TEC,INC. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

1 Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK IAlTANZIO, as Executor for the Estate of 
JOSEPH LATTANZIO, and EVELINA LATTANZ 
Individually 

Index No. 108781/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F 
JUN 2 6 2012 

- n  
L L t n ~ u -  uz I 

a 
WHEREFORE, defendant, GC%!%&&!! requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

4 Attorneys No I S a .  for Maria Defendant 

0 Broadway - 7th floor BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK LATTANZIO, as Executor for the Estate of 
JOSEPH LATTANZIO, and EVELINA LATTANZIO, 
Individually ’ NO OPPOSITION F 1 L E D 

Index No. 108781/03 

._ 

. SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

JUN 2 6 2012 
-r 

C ~ V N T Y  CLERK SO^^'"' 
WHEREFORE, defendan , o c m c + W i n  Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

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

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: CPI q ,201 2 

\\ At rneys for Plaintiff 
Wfeitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th flo 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Hirrhwav 

w 

SO ORDERED, 



1 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I b E D 
4 

JUN 2 5 2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNP/ CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEVEN J. LANCELOT and KATHLEEN LANCELOT 
Index No. 1901 9311 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

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

Rules 3 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: r l r u y  /o ,201 2 

/ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL --------------------_________ll__l___ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-Heitler) 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
WALTER DePAOLA, Index No.: 190464/11 

Plaintiff, NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

- against - ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et al., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co., Inc., with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

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

claims and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono 

Plastering C o . ,  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs * 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
May 10, 2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
W a l t e r  DePaola 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 
2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  Brooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 190081/12 

JAMES E, KINGSLEY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER JUN 2 6 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, By Its Successor-ln-Interest, 

Borg-Warner Morse Tec, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, By Its Successor-ln-Interest, 

Borg-Warner Morse Tec, Inc., Borg-Warner Corporation, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, ORDERED, that upon notice to all co- 
defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, 

By Its Successor-ln-Interest, Borg-Warner Morse Tec, Inc., be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Borg-Warner i 1 - 3  a Corporation, By Its 
Shcessor~ln4nt~restI Borg-Warner 
Mors& Tec,'lnc., . 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

moria1 Highway 
I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS KINSELLA and ETHEL KINSELLA 
Index No. 108806/03 

i, 

E D NOOPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I t=R K.(’s OFF@ 

\N yo 
WHEREFORE, defendan;snc. ,  h g b y  requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 /i 

I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



I L E Q  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY JUN 2 ti 2U12 

FIG€ -X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I. A .  S . &BUN38 CLERKS OF 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Klein-&%%?? dsar 

-X 
This Document Relates to: 
CHUN HING LEE, Index No.: 190082/12 

Plaintiff, 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A I R  & LIQUID SYSTEMS, INC., as MOTION AND ORDER 
Successor by Merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Howden North America, Inc., formerly 

mown and referred hereinafter as Howden Buffalo, Inc. 

(“Howden”), and as misidentified in Plaintiffs‘ Complaint as 

lowden Buffalo, Inc., Individually and as Successor in Interest 

10 FB Sturtevant, the Howden Buffalo Group, and Buffalo Fan, 

iereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

mrsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

lismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against Howden, with prejudice, 

m d  there being no opposition thereto, 

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

ind cross claims against defendant Howden, be dismissed with 

i re judice and without costs. 

lated: Brooklyn, New York 
May 21, 2012 

Attorneys For Plaintiff 
Chun Hing  Lee Howden North America, Inc .  
546 Fifth 
New York, 

o Ordered 

7 Montague Street Avenue, 4th F1 
NY 10036 New York 11201 

NO.: 11231-147 

lein-Heitler 



F I L E D  

ROBERT CASTORINA, 

plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a  
NATIONAL GRID, et a l . ,  

JUN 2 6 2012 

(Heitler, S. ) 

Index No.: 01 /123077  
01/111230 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued h e r e i n  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in t h e  

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition t h e r e t o ,  

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

Dated: Brooklvn ,  .New 

Cullen and D y f g  LCP WEITZ & LUX EN BERG,^ P . C .  
Attorney for - f  ndant Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
NATIONAL GRID G ERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
1 7 7  Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn,  NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 / 

SO ORDERED, 4 



i 

of TYRRELL T. MORI, 113231/04 
100844/03 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

Defendants. : IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+&( - &,ole 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York 

so 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ! L E  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  "---" l_______-____* ______l____--_---------- x 
IN RE: 

_______1_________1____r________________l------------------"~~- X NEW YORK 
SHIRLEY D. MILLER, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of 
GLENN BUDD MILLER, 

JUN 2 6 2012 
NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

: Index Nos. 1 1 1586/03 
100476/04 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT Plaintiff(s), 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
- 1 1  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 10018 New York, New York 10003 

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

Dated: New York New York 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-- 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANA MATURA Individually and SRECKO MATURA 
as the Executor for the Estate of MAKSO MATURA 

Index No. 11 1232/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: - ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

t 

T& 
SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OWCE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED MACK and EDITH MACK 
Index No. 1 11594/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Y/31 ,2012 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Atto rne ys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION cou~n CLERK'S OFFICl 
wv YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS GEORGE MISKILL and HELENA MISKILL 
Index No. I09496103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Burns International Services Corp. flkla Borg- 

Warner Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Burns International Services Corp. f/k/a Borg-Warner 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 Burns International Services Corp. f/Wa Borg-Warner Corp., be and 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: r \ \ b  ,2012 

p+ Attorneys for Plaint iff 

Weitz & Luxenberg w Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway I 7th floor Burns International Services Corp. 
New York, NY 10003 f1Wa Borg-Warner Corp, 

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway .. 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F i u f )  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JUN 2 6  2812 

COUNTy CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS GEORGE MISKILL and HELENA MISKILL 
Index No. 1094WO3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 
I 

7 

b"R 
*9 v*r  Yh. 

&.sn, <.+>$ 
I 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



c 

c 

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

F I L E D -  7 

J IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION c o u N * h  Ck@$&s&RfR= 
N E W I ~ R M  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANA MATURA Individually and SRECKO MATURA 
as the Executor for the Estate of MAKSO MATURA 

Index No. 11 1232/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

. m a t 3  

SO ORDERED, 



X 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

Index Nos.: 127886f02; 
102479/03 

.___-ll_____l__-l-l_---l_-_I--- tl __---___ 
ALICE BUTERA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
VERNON DEPRIEST, 

I.A.S. Part 39 
Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFOM, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against Defendant, H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs to either party. 

A 
Dated: 5d23 ,2012 
New York, ew York 

SO 

t 

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

SEGAL McCAMBRID 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 juN \ 5 

(212) 558-5500 

-/-- 

ORDERED, 



Index Nos.: 12668 1/02; 

1.A.S. Part 39 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

103 527/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 



P 1 ain t i ff( s), 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et. al., 

Index No.: 190266/20 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, hereinafter (“H.B. FULLER”) 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant H.B. Fuller with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, H.B. Fuller be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to 

either party. 

Dated: h5k/! .m/> 
ork, New York / 

Daniel serberg, Esq. 
WEITZ cpi LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

0003 
A 

SEGAL M C C A M B R I D ~ E  SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue. Suite 1 100 



A 

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Index No. : 1 19370/02 
ANDREAS KALLEBERG and L E A  
KALLEBERG, - -, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant H.B. FULLER 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 H.B. FULLER COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY be, and the same arc hereby, dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: <:/ 3 , 201 1 
Ne York, New York 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC SEGKvcCAMBRIDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGE & MAHONEY, LTD. 
360 Lexington Ave., 20th Floor Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 1001 7 H.B. FULLER COMPANY 
(212) 986-2233 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

I New York, NY 10022 
%SO0 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 ? 

COUNTY cLERK'so-E 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION MEW .EovK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEONID M. LIBERMAN and DlNA LIBERMAN 
Index No. 190057/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

. -  

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with 

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

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the  same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,20 12 

/ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

DATED: 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Led ,201 2 
1 

JUN 2 6 2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY  CLERK'S^^ 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VALERIE LONG, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL P. LONG and VALERIE LONG, Individually, 

Index No. 122017/98 
1 16680/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VALERIE LONG, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL P. LONG and VALERIE LONG, lndi 

Index No. 122017/98 
1 16680/06 

IIY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, deferfi%l artin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ( p  ,2012 

I riel a. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY I0003 . 

- 1 1780 

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: 

MICHAELA. LUCADAMO \ L E 0 Index No. 116234/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 371 ,2012 

4\ p., 
y: ,% ’ w-71 

$2 v 
v ‘y. 

P 
%A* A -,~ ’+* 1, .# .L 

Norid’Stg. Maria 
Attor ne ys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

“a, I 

~~ 

Attorneys f6r Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 116234/03 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL A. LUCADAMO 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
* SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

p * o u N T f ~ ~  ,,OB& 
1 -  

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: s ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED MACK and EDITH MA 
Index No. I 11594/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
oFv\GC SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

4 MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 5/31 ,201 2 

- / 
Colleen M. Cronln 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

- 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

11788 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
-against- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing the plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

JUN 2 6 2012 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Z b 4  5$20/2 

-n fl G w \ \  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant SlantlFin Corporation 
45 Broadway 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 619-4444 

SO ORDERED: / 

JUN 0 8 2012 



8 JUN 2 6 2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., and its past and 
present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest 
and their agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendants"), hereby request Summary Judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendants with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

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

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
<q,k ,2012 

BELLUCK & FOX LEWIS B BOIS SdAARP 8 SMITH LLP 

By: /?/-x By:J@&L 
Bryan Belasky, Esq ichelle . Grimaldi, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plain rffs 
546 Fifth Avenue 
4'h Floor 
New York, New York IO036 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, New York 10005 

(212) 681-1575 (2 1 2) 232- 1 300 

SO ORDERED: Date: 

of the State of New York 



F I L E D  
JUN 2 6: 2ui2 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

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

NYCAL 

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

THADDEUS SARAMA, INDEX NO.: 122193199 
120739199 
11 1124lOO 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
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. 

S, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

rneys for DB Riley, Inc. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 2 82012 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6  2012 
COUNTY OF NI?W YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARK ROCK'and SONDRA ROCK, 

Plaintiff@), 
V. 

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

Defendant(s). 

COUNTY CLERKS OWCE 
NEW YORK 

Index No: 190319-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NIBCO, 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, NIBCO, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

e Dated: 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway NIBCO, Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
anasquan, New Jersey 08736 
32) 528-8888 



SUPREMX COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFUC JUN 2 G 2042 

-X I- .------- *"--I-- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS  OFF'^^ 
----l"n- -X NEW YORK 

RAYMOND S U O ,  Index No.: 190318-11 

Plnintiff(s), 

+gains t- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

cLc_--_1131__1-"1-"1--11.11 X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BTRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendants, BIRD INCOWORATED with prejudice, and there being 

110 opposition tlierca, 

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

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: 
.New Ymk,NeW . .  

Yorlc ---/ -. 

_ "  

Jolm Ric nd, Esq. isa M. Pascarella, Esq, 
WElT LUXENBERO, P.C. BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorneys for pldntiff(s) Attorney for Defendmt 
700 Broadway BIRD INCORPORATED 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
(212) 558-5500 Manaquan, New Jersey 0873 6 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY ' 2  8 2012 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/1/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YOFX 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

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 

Our File No 
S-4240-02 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUN 0 8 2012 



TMc: CCupk) 
6/1/12 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW Y O N  

IN R E  NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HARVEY FIALA 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
INDEX NO. NEW YORE 
107007/02 & 1 15354/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

JUN 0 8 2012 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
s-754 1-02 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/1/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GARY L. FARNHAM 

INDEX NO. 
107006/02 & 1 17982/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

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

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7238-02 



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

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

j Index No.: 11 8350/03, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANNE M. BARRETTA, Individually and 
Administratrix for the Estate of ANTHONY 
BARRETTA, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. / 

Defendants. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFtCE 

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

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

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

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

NEW YORK 

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, N w York cp f l a p  ,2012 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Barretta, Anthony 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 , I  

I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry-eitler 

324-771 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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 103905/04, 

ASBESTOS LKIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BARBARA KASSIN, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of SHERRY ASSOULIN and BARBARA 
KASSIN as Administratrix for the Estate of FRED 
ASSOULIN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

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 Yo k, Ne York 
b IaT, 2012 

Matthew D. S ar Esq. 
Attorney for g i a n t  
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

.. , .,&& 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Assoulin, Sherry 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 - / (212) 558-5500 
I '  ' __cI-- 

, I  

SO ORDERED, 3UN 152012 
Hon. Sherr; K l e x e i t l e r  

324-7885 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 104852/04, 

i 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

JUDITH AMBROSIO, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of FRANK AMBROSIO, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- - D  j MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el crl. j JUtJ 2 6  2012 

Defendants. ‘OUNR CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard lndustrial 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, N w York bp!a[ ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ambrosio, Frank 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-7906 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
5/18/12 

. ~- - . - . 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
s-5493-03 

JUN I) 8 2012 



*_, -* 
TMc:CCCjpk) 
51221 12 

IN R E  NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANGELA D'AMBROSIO 

JUN 2 8 2012 
INDEX NO. 
1 18438/moUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
ASSIGNED TONEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5615-03 

JUN 0 8 2012 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
6/1/12 

Our File No 
S-6973-02 

F I L E D  
1 

JUN 2 6 2012 SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: w w  York, New York 

/ Timothj 
RICHARD W. INECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney for D e z a n t  
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

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

-- 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CC('jpk) 
6/1/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

"~---....-.-.-- 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENIS A. DONAHUE 

1 
F I L E D  

JUN 2 6 2012 
INDEX NO. 
10242 1/02 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
ASSIGNED TO: NEW YORK 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

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

c RICHARD V I N E C Z ,  ESQ. 

Attorney for e endant 
Consolidate dison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
S-4995-02 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
6/1/12 

F I L E D  1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL CUCCO JR. 

JUN 2 6 2012 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for D r a t  
Consolidated ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6320-02 

JUN O 8 2012 



F I L E D  
TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/1/12 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SAM R. MOGAVERO 
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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

Our File No 
S-6 144-02 



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

LUIS ACEVEDO and SUSAN ACEVEDO, 
X r-__r-___-_----_-----------------------------------------""----------------~---- 

NYCAL 
Index No.: 116194/2002 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 
MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- agaiiis t - 
A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, lNC. 

W a  GREEN REFRACTORIES COMPANY, et. al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant J-M Manufacturing Company, Inc., hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant J-M Manufacturing Company, Inc. 

with prejudice, and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant J-M Manufacturing Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
June L 2012 JUN 2 6 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. IULIANO, MCDONNELL 

By: 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
Telephone: (212) 558-5778 
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 

J-M Manufacturing Company, Inc. 
494 Eighth Avenue, 7* Floor 
New York, New York 10001 
Telephone: (646) 328-0120 
Facsimile: (646) 328-0121 

JUN 0 8201z 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
6/1/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK "-......-------------- 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FREDENCK W. JACOB 

AN 2 6 'LU12 

INDEX NO. 
1 1071 4/02 & 1 07003/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ew York, New York 

L F , @ / a -  a n  

RICHARD ub. dARTNE&. E 8 0  

u Pl w "  Timothy M. ~ c & m ,  fisq 

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

7 -- x- WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- - _ _  - - - *- 

n /  New York, NY 10003-3598 

Our File No 
S-638 1-02 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/1/12 

F I L E D  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, I 104165/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I -_____...__----- .......................................................... 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN A. HYNES 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5052-02 

JUN 0 8 2012 



TMc:CCfipk) 
6/1/12 

ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney for fendant 
700 Broadway Consolidate dison Company of New 
New York, NY 10003 

l2ICHAR.D Y A B I N E C Z ,  ESQ. 

York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
S-6346-02 JUN 0 8 2012 



TMc:CCfipk) 
6/1/12 

~ 

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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

, and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

~ 

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

ED K. BO 

~ 

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

F I L E D  a 

~ 

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

1 
JUN 2 6 2u12 

GoUN'ry CLERKS OFFICE 
INDEX NO. NEW YORK 
106706/02 & 1 14898/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Our File No 
S-6 I 14-02 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Shewwein  HAtler 

3UN 0 82012 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
6/1/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
_____-____.______"..____________________".."---"...---"...------.------.-- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS PAVON 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

F I L E D ,  3 

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

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry K%i7&itler 

Our File No 
S-7483-01 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/1/12 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN J. O'BRIEN 

; HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NEW York, New York 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

--. 

# 

F I L E D  

' RICHARD 

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

Hon. Sh lein Heitler 
SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4926-02 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/1/12 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SALVATORE TINE 

INDEX NO. 
11 0775/02 & 106508/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

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

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

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

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5923-02 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
512211 2 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MONROE EVANS 

INDEX NO. 
12 1 5 1 8/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I r g h r  
JUN 2 6 2012 

. &hJ EA&- 4, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

-,r*c _---.._ " 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4006-04 JlJN 0 8 2012 



" TMc:CCCjpk) 
6/1/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  ........................................................... 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK T. WEBER 

INDEX NO. 
103447/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ison Company of New 
Y ork, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
NQY,.Y-&;NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5634-02 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/1/12 

___..._____ ............................................................... 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 
__.--_____-..-__________________________.-----~..-----"...-------.------~. 

INDEX NO. 
1 10524/02 & 106808/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS H. VALONE 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  F I L E D  ' 

Our File No 
S-7070-02 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

JUN 0 8 2011 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
6/1/12 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

_________________~__~~~~...~........-.......~~~~~~.~ 

1 INDEXNO. 
I 112561/02 & 105713/02 I ASSIGNED TO: 

-.-..--__.-__"__________________________--------------- 

i HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
I8 bo/'> 
I 

'* ** ,& 

.% Frank Ortiz, Esq. 'g * o m  y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %'<!, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5995-02 JUN 0 8 2012 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
4/2/12 

lMARTIN ROTHSTEIN 

INDEX NO. 
126935102 AND 104155/03 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Ymk, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Sectian 32 12, dismissing plaintifps complaint against defendant ConsoIidated 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 t he  same are hereby 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without cos&. 

JUN 2 6 iti12 

COUNTY CLEWS OFFICE , FE NEWYORK 

Timothy M. McCann, Esq. 
RICHARD W. BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P-C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. st 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/22/12 

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

' NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

! INDEXNO. 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 1 190462Al I ASSIGNED TO: 

______--------_.---_______________I_____-----------------.-".------------- 

______------------_-.----------------"--..-------------------"..---------- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FERNANDO HERNANDEZ 

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 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

JUN 2 6 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4039-11 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
5/24/12 

Our File No 
S-6309-0 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 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 eo-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc. 

SO ORDERED: 



0. 

TMc: CcOpk) 
61611 1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT FELAES TO: 

ANDREAS KALLEBERG 

INDEX NO. 
1 193 70/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
O D E R  

WHEREFORE, defendant Consofidatd Edison Company of New YorkJnc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby - - -  

F I L E D  * 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo&, New York 
JUN 2-6 2012 

Mark Bibro p s q .  
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
340 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, NY 10017 

ok, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8894-02 



b 

TMc:CC(jpk) 
11/17/10 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
2 6 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

ark, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-7447-0 1 



TMc: CCOpk) 
6/1/12 

! 

Our File No 
S-4359-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Xnc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  

". Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

k, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Jukl 0 8 2012 



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.) 

Index No.: 124489/02, 101768/03 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL W. RICKARD AND MARY 
RICKARD, 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
; MOTION AND ORJIER 

! F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

A. C. & S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFlCE 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests surnrnak$E~&&’&t in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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\ 5 ,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Rickard, Michael W. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2121 509-3456 I (212) 558-5500 

25714318 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_ _  

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph De Marco 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 109339/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
JUN 2 ii tu12 Dated: New York, New York 

b 1 ”\ ,2012 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 190080/12 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  

&-.- Benjamin Darche,Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

5Iablra- 

JUN 2 6 2012 
h 

--TyCLmK's OFFIE 
S u z b e  Halbard ieQW NEW YORK Attorneys for Defendant 
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 313-3400 
-_l".C._ . 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 127888/02 & 
102372/03 

NYCAL f: I 91 E D 
I.A.S. Part 0 

WI-TEEFORE, defcndants CLEAVER-BROOKS, lNC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
/ 

J'. r n l ,  a t l -  
Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry Mc'l'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Strcet, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz R: Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, ~ 

Ho 



# 

CLB565~t3/legal/nosJm/C3CTOBER 20 12 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against- Index No.: 1901 14/12 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ct al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant(s), 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

cs,, k- 
!%ti BKrshtyn, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, X4t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13-3600 

c-- 

SO ORDERED, 

and 



MARK ROCK and SONDRA ROCK, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J) 

April 20 12 In Extremis Group 

Index No. 1903 19-201 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U.S. 

PLYWOOD CORPORATION hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules g3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against 

INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

mr7FiY INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY s/h/a U.S. PLYWOOD CORP 
- 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York 
JUN 2 6 %U12 

NEWYBW 
COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 5.m 7 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
By :*TmU v- 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
700 Broadway 9 ourt Street 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs fendant INTERNATIONAL 

~ ~ ~ ~ I &  MILLER, P.C. 

White Plains, New York 1060 1 

Dated % zki 2- 
John S. Rand, Esq. 

(2 12) 509-3456 (914) 946-8900 

MPANY dh/a U.S. PLYWOOD 

JUrk 3 0'1012 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et ai., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAKY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: I191 15/02 & 
1 07 102/02 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in tlie above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaiiit against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

aid there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC be and t he  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

W i t h O ~ t  costs. 

Attorneys for Defcndant 

Barry McTienian & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14Ih Floor 
New York, New YorIc 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOK X, INC. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & [axenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12> 3 1 3-3600 

so ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

without costs. 

NO OPX~OSI'L'ION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 106508/02 & 
1 107WO2 
NYCAL 
LAOS. Part 30 

. * .  J U N , J  6 tga 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, TNC. with prejudice, 

OlCT)ElUiD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, 1NC. be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and 

Shawnette Fluitt, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 10036 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-nRC>OKS, TNC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff' 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDEFE 

JUN o 8 2012 



' i  . .  , . , .  , .  I '  

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
S I M A R Y  JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 100232/03 & 
106364/03 

'#EEW,FORE, dehdants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summarj 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' c~mplainl: against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defcndants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without cosls. / *' 

----+. 
Matthew MacIntyre. Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I. 8003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC, ~olq\la 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 $2012 



I '  

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 100610-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereb dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. P D 

Attorneys for Plaintif 
180 Maiden L: 
F- - -  ~ 

XbN HEKC;, P. C. BARRY, MCTIEKNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

rk, New York 10006 

- _  . 
b me -f b l l l l2 

dew York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

nmo" 
L 

SO ORDERED, 

.. 
* "  

JUN 0 8 2 0 ~ 2  . ' ,  . , 
t *. I 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 126731/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' coinplaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOK S ,  INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

/ JUN '& i~ Lu'* Shawnetle&&,'Esq. 
# & r n e y s  for Defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

s/2,$.wN-ry NEW CLkgKsf Barry CLJAVCR-BROOKS, McTiernan & Moore INC. 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

/ (2 12)-31.3.-3600 
A 1  



Plaintiff($), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudicmd without costs. 

\I 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Halbardier, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
LI41(Z FULTON BOILER WORKS 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 

CTIERNAN & MOORE 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- ' 

A.C. & S., INC. 

JcJh 2 b  2Q12 

coWR CLERKS OFFICE 
h m  NRN vsplc 

Index No.: 104026/03 & 
126686/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

%$!--- e M. Halbardier, Esq. 
BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 



-against- Index No.: 190139/11 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Jlefcndant(s), 
X ___------_-_-----I---------------~~~~-------~--------------**---- 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request swninary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintifk' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no oppbsilion therero, 

ORDEREI), that upon nolice lo aI1 co-defendants, dl claims and cross claims against 

defendants C14EAV13R-BROOKS, XNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

CLEAV EII- BROOKS, rNc. 
Barry McTienian & Moore 
2 R W O ~  Street, 1 dth Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & tuxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



f 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 108898-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
JjN 2 6 2012 

IS OFWE - I .~ 
7. &fly, + e s u a e  M. H a ~ ~ Z ~ ~ E ~ & K  
, P.C. BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 

Attorneys for Plaintiff , Attorneys for Defendant 
180 Maiden Lane &/&/)e FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 10038 2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
(212) 558-5500 New York. New York 10006 

*c (2 1 3 3 3 3 6 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

JUN 0 8 2012 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100864-03 & 1 1 19 1 1-03 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, 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. 

OILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(212) 558-550 



Plaintiff(s j, 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105928-03 & 128019-02 

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. 

q i $ L e r ,  Esq. 
Att eys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 4'[4)$2 
New York, NY 10003 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

JUN 0 82012 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 10593 1-03 & 
1280 19-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

532 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

FmtsSpE D 
JUN 2 6  2UlZ 

COUNTY cmKS 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby 

prejudice and without costs. 

@GE 

YOPk -_-NL!! 
* 

. Halbardier, Esq. 
CTIERNAN & MOORE 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



CHARLES J. MAHFOUD, 

Plaintiff(s), 

I 

-against- 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No.: 120904/02 & 
1 13279/02 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendant( s), 
X --r__r_---"l__------____________r_l___l_-----------------------~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' coiiiplaiiit against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

CLEAVER-BROOKS, 

.L 

New York, New York 10 
Barry McTiernan & Moo CLEF$. 
2 Rector Street, 14th ! % ~ ~ N E N  yo 
New York, New York 10006 

700 Broadway 

(212) 313-3600 

. 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 124487-02 & 
100455-05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereb is is ed P f L W  
prejudice and without costs. 

, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S.. INC. 

Index No.: 11 1642-03, 
1 10260-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
L 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby d 

prejudice and without costs. 

1 

< 

%h h f l tk h f i o  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

* & b  

FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14Lh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

__cI- 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 100741-03 & 
102899-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER W O W S  hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FbLTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
U*' .I A" .. 

b . ' I  

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same q e  hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. k 
JUN 2 Ei 2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S . ,  INC. 

Index No.: 104 189-03 & 
12693 5-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL F I L E D  
I.A.S. Part 30 

1UN 2 6 2092 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

uy,<,r 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. "a WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
1 S O  Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 
(212) 558-5500 . ,  

-- SO ORDE 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN &MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 
----__-_"-".. I" 

0 82012 



Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 103523-03 & 
12668 1-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

F I L E D  
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 JUN 2 6 '1012 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

532 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane &/$2 
New York, New York 100 8 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 New York 10006 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 107005-02, 
116225-02, 1273 10-02, 
1 13567-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL F I L E D  

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULlON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 

(212) 558-5500 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index NO.: 104382-03 & 
126934-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

F I L E D  

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

2:. 

BARRY, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

York, New York 10006 

dq/w Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

3i 3-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 



Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 126935- 02 
& 104146-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFOE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

- 26 M. Halbardier, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULlON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 N ~ l k l q - % w " Y o r k  10006 

, MCTIERNAN & MOORE 

12) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

JlJN 0 8 2012 



-against- 

Index No.: 107403-02, 
1 14095-02 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMh R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

532 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 1003 

d$% 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULTON BOILER WORKS 
2 Rector Street, 14* Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index No.: 103527-03 & 
12668 1-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

$32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

. Halbardier, Esq. 
MCTIERNAN & MOORE 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
180 Maiden Lane b/$ FULTON BOILER WORKS 
New York, New York 1003 2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
(212) 558-5500 New York, New York 10006 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ; 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUEJ 2 6 2Jj2 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HERMAN SKOLNICK 
Index No. 190122/1 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: S I 1  ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

moria1 Highway 
11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the ESTATE OF ROGER J. Index No. 119783-2002 
BALDUCCI and CAROLE BALDUCCI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S. INC, et at., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wheeler, L .L .6  
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Attorneys for Plaint$fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 82012 



a 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

X 

CAROLE BALDUCCI, as Executrix for the ESTATE OF ROGER 1. 
BALDUCCI and CAROLE BALDUCCI, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

JUN 2 5 Pa112 

Index No. 119783-2002 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S. INC. et al., including 
CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a VIACOM INC., successor by merger 
to CBS CORPORATION, f/k/a WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC 
CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CBS Corporation, a Delaware corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by 

merger to  CES Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation (hereinafter 

“Westinghouse”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Westinghouse with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Westinghouse be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

; Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for CBS Corporation, a Delaware 
corporation, f/k/a Viacom Inc., successor by merger 
to  CBS Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation, 
f/k/a Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
Three Gateway Center, 12‘h Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

M,I 12 

Attorneys for Plaint$fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

SUN 0 $2012 
SKH - Rcvd & Dtd: -- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X JUN 2 ii 2a12 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL * 

COIJNW CLERK'S OFFICE 
X NEW YORK 

FLORENCE DE MARCO, Individually and as Executrix for the Index No. 109339-2002 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH DE MARCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~ 

Weitr & Luxenberg P.C. 
Attorneys for Ploint~fs 
700 Broadway 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for foster Wheeler, L.L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 

Hon. S h e r r m n  Heitler 

0 8 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D  

RICHARD VOSSELER and LORETTA VOSSELER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index Na. 128024-2002 

NO OPPOSlTlOhJ SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER, L.L.C., 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. hereby request summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Foster Wheeler, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Phdn Alvarado, Esq. 
* v  

/..-- 

Ph$nAlvarao, Esq. n Dennis E. Vega, Esq. 
W Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. 

Attorneys for Ploint#fs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Sedgwick LLP 
Attorneys for foster Wheeler, L.L.C. 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN o 82012 

SKH - R C V ~  & Dtd: 



COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ - _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10798/03 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A,S. Part 30 

X - - I _ - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Franklin Mason F I L E D  SUMMARY 

JUN 2 6 20'2 
QFF\GE ORDER - - - - I - - - - - - I - - - - - - - - - - WNIYCLERK'S k c f i e  - -:/ 

Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

WHEREFORE, defendant' ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

+b 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 as successor in 

Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 

c No. 07536.09589 

so om 

3UN 0 82012 

5049 91 lv .  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
X _____________________________l__l_l_____- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - _ - _ _ _ - _ _ - _ r l _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 100866-03 

Tyrrell T. Mori 

113231-04 
1 1 1795-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUN 2 6 2012 I 

COUNTY CLERKS OW'' i JUDGMENT 
NEWYORK 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, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

[y (-- 1 1  

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 No. 05335.31337 

SO ORDERED, 3UN 0 82012 

5048170v.1 



I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

X _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r " r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 1622-03 
1 13492-03 

Edward George Barbera NO OPPOSITION 

JUN 2 6 2012 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c\?\[ \t 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

WILSON, ELSER, OS OWITZ, 
EDELMAN & D I C V L P  
Attorney for Defend 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
-24-3=4m-3uuo 
Our File No, 07536.1 1176 

JUN 0 82012 

5049788v.1 



c 

Roy F. Boggs 

JUN i tr Pi112 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127704-02 
120709-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7\+& 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 

-__.. ~ Our File No. 07536.17804 

SO ORDERED, 

! 'JUN 0 82012' 
5049789v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F I L E D  This Document Relates To: 

Elias Gaffen 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1592/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor .J interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.1 1220 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

5049898v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: (Heitler, J.) 
1 

F I L E D  Index No: 190173/12 

CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to Wood Conversion Company" 
(hereinafter "CONWED CORPORATION" ) hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CONWED CORPORATION, with 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 with prejudice 
and without cos 

-- 

Chris Rornanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
File No.: 07415.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

5064815v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ " " - _ - - - - - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

John Dellarata JUN 2 6 2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190248/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant 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, with 
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 with prejudice 
and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- n 

New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

~~, ,zJ, 

//*--r+-"-̂ ". - - - - 

File No.: 07415.00001 

so ORDERED, 

12 

486609 I v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l l____-___- -_ - - - - - "_________r___ l______-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
This Document Relates To: 

Leonard Darmstedter JUN 2 6 2012 

NEW YORK .*. 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NYCAL 
L A X  Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

lndex No: 10964 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, ,,ereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG "+, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

~ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42"d Street 

4706378v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 1 - - - - - - _ - - - - 1 _ - - - - 1 _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 107 17/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 
3 

c _ l _ - - - - l - - - - " - - - - " _ _ - I - l - - - - " - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Joseph S. Collesano SUMMARY 
5 ' 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. 
WEJTZ & 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 



F I L E D  This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10073 1-03 
105 149-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frafik 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 York, New York 10017 

n Our File No. 05335.29873 
_ll-- . 

SO ORDERED, 

5048304v.1 



r 4, 

Eugene Riso, Jr. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105 15 1-03 
10073 1-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (hereinafter "MCCORD CORPORATION" ), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
2 12-490-3000 

r"File No.: 06507.00885 / 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN n 8 2012 v --. 1 

S024673v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F I L E D  
This Document Relates To: 

Frank Incantalupo 
JC)N 2 6 2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1622-03 
1 13562-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.1 1 177 
212-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

0 82012 
- 

SKI i - RCYL; &, Dtd: \ 
5049908v.l 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 90 1 64/11 

Edward Harris and Lydia Harris 

WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KF,LLY-MOORE PAINT 
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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, IN 
dismissed with prejudice and without c 

Dated: New York, New York 

be and the same are hereby 

P.1 L E D 
Tl[.+/L 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

File No. 07188.00092 "----------" .-- " I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7* Floor 
New York, N.Y., 10003 KELLY-MOORE PAINT CO., INC. 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, &hi 0 82012 

5029399~. 1 



.- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC, hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT 
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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

E&. DiIkarco, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

File No. 071 88.00084 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7" Floor 
New York, N.Y., 10003 KELLY-MOORE PAINT CO., INC. 

2 12-490-3000 

-"...,. 

SO ORDERED, 

SKH - Rcvd & Dtd: 
4336268v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______________ l"_" -____ I I_______________-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Raymond Warters, as Executor for the Estate of 
Lanetta L. Warters, and Raymond Warters, 
Individually 

NO OPPOSITIQN 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT 
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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs, h l  

F I L E D " '  Dated: New York, New York 

<- //- /z- 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7'h Floor 
New York, N.Y., 10003 

I 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

File No. 07188.00090 

KELLY-MOORE PAINT CO., INC. 

2 12-490-3000 

/"." ' 

SO ORDERED, 



Jacqueline F. Zollman, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of Louis Zollman 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KELLY-MOORE PAINT 
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 KELLY-MOORE PAINT COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-3 

Benjamin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7fh Floor 
New York, N.Y., 10003 

F I L E D  

ErieC. Diharco, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

File No. 07 188.00076 

KELLY-MOORE PAINT CO., INC. 

2 12-490-3000 

so OIIULjlujU, 
Hon. Sh&$ K. Heitler 

JUfi 0 82012 

50294251. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - r _ - _ _ - _ - _ - _ _ r - - _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

F I L E D  
Raymond J. Moore 

JUN 2 6 2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109851/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor ..I interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yark 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
W 

Attorney far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

5049926v.1 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.09583 
2 12-490-3000 

JUN 8 82012 



This Document Relates To: 

Edward McGrath 
JUN 2 8 2012 h 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10568/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York J 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

5049921v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X --_l_lr_lll"__________________________I_- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -_______-_ - - - - - - - - - -____ l_ l_____________-  

"i Index NO: 108898-03 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

F I L E D  

C@S0 

This Document Relates To: 

James W. Callinan JUN 2G N 2  SUMMARY 
CF\GE 

COUNTY ORDER 
X 

w 
- _ _ - _ - - - - - _ - - - - - - I _ - l r _ l _ _  L - - - _ _ _ _ * * *  

ps- 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Y.. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 
e No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

50247oov.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _______rr -__ l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F I L E D  
This Document Relates To: 

Ronald J.G. Bochniasz 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1009 18-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

5024693v.1 

, ... - 7 
LhiH - Rcwd & Did: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

Merle G. Burgin JUN 2 6 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK CL 

I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 13 144102 
1 16958/05 
10722 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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, New York 100 17 
u r  File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 82012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ r -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
T 

Robert A, Lowe 

-- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100862-03 
110194-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

<//6,/ I z 

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 

No. 05335.3 1257 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 
5048158v.l SKH - RCVd & Dtd: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

lN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ c 3 _ _ - 1 _ _ _ l e _ 1 1 _ 1 1 3 r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: A >  

John A. Gentile 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 189; 
10665 

NO OPPOSITI 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI 
OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismit 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, an 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defer 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

6 t torneys  for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWIT. 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPAl 
150 East 42"d Street 
NexYork, New York 100 17 

ur File No. 05335.25279 

SO ORDERED, 

4823000v,1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 1 1 1642-03 
114319-03 

Clifford W, Hyde Sr. NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 

ORDER 

jut4 2 6 2012 SUMMARY 

C O I J N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND 
NEW YORK SF' 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTFUES (hereinafter "MCCORD CORPORATION" ), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

212-490-3000 
Our File No.: 06507.01021 

SO ORDERED, 4 .  '\>!E.l 9 0 2QIf 
SKH - R C V ~  & Dtd: 

504971 7v.l 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ l _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

.. 

Index No: 1 1 1588/03 

FUQ) 7’ NO OPPOSITION 

..4” 

This Document Relates To: 

- 
SUMMARY 

JUN 2 6 2012 JUDGMENT 
Eugene M. Breetveld 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (hereinafter “MCCORD CORPORATION” ), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

Dated: New York, New York 

’ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 1 001 7 
212-490-3000 

5049709v.l 



F I L E D  This Document Relates To: 

Robert H. Killian 

Index No: 100862-03 
105606-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

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, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

h. 

S / I f / l Z  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

-- 

Our File No. 05335.31 115 

._.*".I x_  . " 

SO ORDERED, - 

JUN o 82012 



- 

0 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101635/03 

NO OPPOSJTIQN 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _ _ _ _ _ - _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l l -  

' 
This Document Relates To: 

JUN 2 6 m'l 

NEW W R K  

John J. Cregan Sr. 

O f F G  MOTION AND 
COUNTY cL-ERKs ORDER 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ " r _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - _ _ _ - - - _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

51 
lil 

g"k&& 
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. 05335.29817 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

0 8 2012 
5048428v.l SKt-1 ~ ~ j ~ . ,  uO2L) :d ; -  J " ** 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ - - - - - - _ l _ - - - - - - - c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LIT1 GATION 

Angelo Ciaio 

JUN 2 6 2012 

I 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116191-03 
100855-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as S U C C ~ S S O ~  in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

SO ORDERED, 

I 
' 

'** .. " _. I "  - 
5024713v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
______l"_________"__l__________ll_______" X 

. .  ASBESTOS LITIGATION , .  

John J. Cerroni 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100854-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor ..A ..iterest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
212-490-3000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12008 1 /02 

tceo 3 '  NO OPPOSITION 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - I - - - - - - - -  F _r____ll_____________l_____ 

This Document Relates To: 

James J, Sebastiani SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c c  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Znd Street 
New York. New York 100 17 

SKH - Rcvd & Dtd: 
4707.1 I8v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ " _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Donald W. Riddell JUN 2 6 2012 
CLERKS OF FlCE 

NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127345/02 
1 13565/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & 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'Id Street 
New York. New York 10017 

_,-Qur File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

470735Yv. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x ,  _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Donald McEvoy 

- 4  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108877102 
1075 14/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WElTZ & 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 4Znd Street 
New York. New Yotk 100 17 

ile No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4101249~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ " _ e _ _ - - - - - - r _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Harvey Kessler JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

u 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 15342/02 
107007/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

ur  File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

SKH - Rcvd & Dtd: 
4706539v. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ "  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108870/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

_s/17/h_ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York IO0 17 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY IO003 

ile No. 05335.00001 
" _  _. 

SO ORDERED, 

4706.184~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ l _ _ _ _ " l - _ " _ _ _ l _ r r _ _ r r _ _ r _ l _ _ l _ _ r _ _ _ r _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.> 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

F I L E D  
Index No: 105654-03 

100904-03 

Andrew Doychak 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

u 

c 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERTCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

JUN 0 8 2012 SO ORDERED, 



7 
This Document Relates To: 

Jennie Dalkas JUN 2 6  2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100855-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERTCSSON INC., as successor ..L interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
*m. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

/---- - - .. . 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

502471 8v. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - _ - _ - _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 100862-03 
1 1 1780-04 

Angelo Costanzo NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT 
NEWYORK -A MOTION AND 

ORDER w ,> 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire 8 z  
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-I, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

JUN 0 8 20121 
502471 7v. 1 SKH - Rcvd & Dtd: \ 



HOAOLAfdD. LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

WORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NM, BRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
W T E  202 
WAMMONTON, UJ 

This Document Relates to: 

MARION BARTHOLD, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of WILLIAM C. 
BARTHOLD, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 18179-87 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in th 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Marion Barthold, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of William C. 
Barthold 
700 Broadway 

7 New York, NY 10003 F I L E D  
j u ~  2 6  2Qt2 

50 ORDERED: 

JUN 0 8 2012 
$ Dtd: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No: 100866-03 
108780-03 

This Document Relates To: 

Albert J. Mirra JUN 2 6 2012 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT 
NEW YORK MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York. New York 10017 
212-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.00001 ---- 

JUN 0 8 2012 

5024862v.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

4 B A? 'I .i-?,h,.P k , 

Lm"~ ix c c  4 
Frank drtiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

5024834v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -_ l l__l____________________l_l l r_l______-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10086 1-03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

1 10255-04 

l _ r _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ I _  

This Document Relates To: 

David Curtiss Kogel NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER 

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUN 1 Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW WORK JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-i 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

212-490-3000 

JUN 0 8 2012 SO ORDERED, -. - 
SKH RcVd & Dtd: -----'\ 

5024826v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Louis Kinsella Juv 2 6  2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107007-02 
115353-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire dk 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
212-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

5024814v.l 



WHEREFOE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
u 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Q && 
Julie R. EvansyEsq. 
WILSON, ELSER~ MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

5024746v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ I f _ - - - - l _ - - - _ _ - - - - l _ - - - - - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei t ler, J.) 

Willis R. Gavigan JUN 2 6 2012 

Index No: 126765102 
1 10269/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 

xj, I 

.a**-\C*.: 

%\\\ 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 5%: 

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 York, New York 1001 7 

'Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 8 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l r _ l r _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ r _ r " _ _ l _ l _ _ _ l l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100855-03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

a 
109264-04 

_ _ l _ r _ e _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _  

This Document Relates To: 

Sabino Morano NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
CoUlvTy CLERKS OFFICE JUDGMENT 

4 NEW YORK 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
212-490-3000 
Our File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 

5024867v.l SKH - R C V ~  & Qtd: 



Raymond F. Weber 
JUN 2 6 2012 

CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 12954/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG ““\,*I 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
I50 East 42”‘ Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

-. . 

SO ORDERED,  

4707.180~. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

William J.  Swanson 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

5 Index No: 125907/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

% 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4 7 0 7 1 6 5 ~ .  I 



WRQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTaRNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 180 
NWVBRWNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
fM WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

MARION BARTHOLD, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of WILLIAM C. 
BARTHOLD, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

F 

INDEX NO.: 4996-89 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

JUN 2 6 % u r ~  
TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
N€W 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 codefendants, 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 

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, FSQ, I 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
{ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Marion Barthold, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of William C. 
Barthold 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

. - . 



NERYA BEGIM, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

CERTAINTEED CORPORATION., et al., 

Defendant(s). 

Index No.: 190125-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., flwa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

L i s m a s c a r e l l a ,  Esq. 

N e w w r k ,  New York 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 558-5500 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

2) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

M A Y - Z ~ ~ ~ ~  Y 



FRANK DELISE and VIRGINIA DELISE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 190156-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: mcly 14,2012 

& 
New York, New York 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD INCORPORATED 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: Index NO.: 190308-11 

ANTHONY FERRARA and EMILY F E W ,  NO OPPOSITION 
SlJMMARY 

ORDER 
Plaintiff(s), ' JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COPMANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition tliereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice ta all co-defendants, all cldms and cross claims against 

defendant INGERSOLL-RAND COPMANY, be and the smie are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: n q  \4 ,aQ\J 
New York, New Yor k 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorneys for plahtiff(s) 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20''' Floor 
New Yorlc, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

BRAATEN & 
PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 0873 6 
(732) 528-8888 



This Document Relates To: 

CANDACE ZAK, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH POSSTER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

F 
JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Y 

Index No: 100286-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
et al., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

MA'( 2 8Zo" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ Plaintiff(s), 

F I L E D  

, -against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
ORDER 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

(212) 558-5500 

HonoramS he 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

ANDIZEW KING, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
et al., 

CoUNJY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Index No: 126937102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
X "___lr_lr___r-r_r_-r_rtl_r_________r____------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMEMCAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 5 lo \ 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



. .. , .  I , . . .  , , .... ! 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
---ll---"------l--l-.-----"X 

c O u ~ ~  CLERKS OFFICE 
This Document Relates To: Index No: 100286-03 NEW YORK 

CANDACE ZAK, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH POSSTER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
et al., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Prwtice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US DEw, f/Ma AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Jnc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

MAY 2 8 201& 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

IN FU3 NEW YO= COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

COBURN MLLER and DIOMARIS MII;LER, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS COWOXCATION, as 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., 

Defendants. 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190148-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, HOFFMANNEW YORECER, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, HOFFMANDIEW YORKER, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, HOFFMANNEW YORKER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

2q2012 

I/--+--- q24 +- rk, New Yorlc 
~ _- 

Dated: 

1 -  

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Patti Burshtyn, Kq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway H o f f r n d e w  Yorker 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
(732) 528-8888 

MAY 2 82012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 2 F I k E D 

JUN 2 6 2012 rl 

NW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
COUNTY CLERKS OF’‘€ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN SULLIVAN and FRANCES SULLIVAN 
Index No. I I01 30/98 

I 1 1 OW98 
1 17709/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc. improperly pled as United Centrifugal 

Pump, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

defendant, BMCE Inc. improperly pled as United Centrifugal Pump, with prejudice in 

this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc. improperly pled as United Centrifugal Pump, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. improperly pled as United 
Centrifugal Pump 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW yoB' 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AURELIO TORRES 
Index No. 115014/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 3-,/3 ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

*NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

Anna M. Dilfonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehev, Warner, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUN 2 6 2012 
OFWE 

COUNTY CLERKS IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NEW yoRK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

POPI PAPOULIAS as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EMMANUEL PAPOULIAS and POPI PAPOULIAS, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 190316/10 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply 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 Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 517 ,2012 
A 

7 n 
Attorneys for aintiff 4- - 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Kamco Supply Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

3 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

s O F W  
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERK 

Index No. 100718/03 

NEW ~ O B K  
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNIE PICISTRELLI, as Proposed Administratrix for the 
Estate of GIN0 PICISTRELLI and ANNE PICISTRELLI, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 5/31 ,2012 

,\ d" 
a ..J%d $.+, c* , 

1*F'"-- ' *cy -Y-%*NW& 

_I "\ J P L a ,  ' 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff P 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc, 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

11788 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 2 82012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION s 0 F W k  
c(yJN I Y am)(' 

NEW wRIc 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNIE PICISTRELLI, as Proposed Administratrix for the 
Estate of GIN0 PICISTRELLI and ANNE PICISTRELLI, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 10071 8/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 5,/3 1 ,2012 

% Norie ta. Maria 

" \ C ' .  

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUN L D LUIL 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0~'~ 
NEW YOnK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EUGENE RlSO JR. 
Index No. 105151/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: +/a* ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

ial Highway 
88 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 2 82012 



F i L L  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EUGENE RlSO JR. 
Index No. 105151/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Dreiudice and without costs. 
m .  

DATED: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

ig hway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E 3  
JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF\C~ IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS A. TRANFAGLIA and MARIE TRANFAGLIA, 
Index No. I9027011 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in- 

interest, BORG-WARNER MORSE TEC, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in- 

interest, BORG-WARNER MORSE TEC, INC., with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in-interest, BORG- 

WARNER MORSE TEC, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 5-bf ,2012 

\ 
\ 

#\"e& 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Annh M. DiLonardo' 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation, by its 
successor-in-interest, BORG- 
WARNER MORSE TEC, INC., 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



E) 
JUN ‘1 6 2012 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

C O U ~ ~ y  CLERKs 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION ~ E w y o R ~  - ~ &  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AURELIO TORRES 
Index No. 190497/1 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply 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 Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 3-13 ,2012 

Weitz 8t Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Kamco Supply Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway - 

, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 2 82012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E *  
. .. 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JUN 2 6 2012 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

AURELIO TORRES 
Index No. 115014/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLdnardb 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Hon. S 
SO ORDERED, 

MAY 2 82012 

SKH - RWd & Dtd: - 
I 



I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUii i 0 ~ 3 1 2  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW-YORK 

_. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FREDERICK MONROE, as Proposed Administrator for 
the Estate of ALBERT V. MONROE II 

Index No. 100727/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 5- j !  f ,201 2 
1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

88 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F 1 L E D 

CLERKS OFF"' IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NEW yoHK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM MORITZ 
Index No. 190294/1 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, AERCO International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, AERCO International, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant, AERCO International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: S/P ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
AERCO International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

e, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

J11d 2 b Zbi2 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERKS OWGE 
NEW YOHK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD L. NOCELIA, 
Index No. 190121/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 5,1 ,2012 

A h a  M. DiL6nardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8t Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

erans Memorial Highway 
uge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ll!N 2 6 2Di2 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS oFncE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD L. NOCELLA, 
Index No. 190121/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply 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 Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: r/'7 ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

A h a  M. D(Lonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Kamco Supply Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

ns Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FREDERICK MONROE, as Proposed Administrator for 
the Estate of ALBERT V. MONROE II 

Index No. 100727/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

DATED: 5la-r ,201 2 
I 

P ,&"" , . , *.*arm, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 7 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

t i  
P' 

c 
'*$e ".* 3 

\\&*4%*."? " "  J* 4 

1. 

NoridSta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUIG 2 6 2ir'iZ 

CLERKS OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NFW VnRK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES W. McDONALD, JR. 
Index No. 127887102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 5- /a ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

'%+ 3 

Weitz & Luxenberg %> 
700 Broadway 7th floor BMCE Inc. 
New York, NY 10003 

uppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES W. McDONALD, JR. 
Index No. 127887102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ./A, ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION CLERKS OFF ICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH MILAZZO, JR. and ROSALIE M. MILAZZO 
Index No. 19031 111 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

D A T E S - 2  5/7 ,2012 

Attorneys fo Anna M. DiLonardo 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway n Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

MAY 2 8 2012 



. .. . .. 

F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2b12 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH MILAZZO, JR. and ROSALIE M. MILAZZO 
Index No. 19031 111 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply 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 Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Kamco Supply Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Attorneys for P 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

MAY 2 8 2012 



I 

DATED: C P I  

F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

,201 2 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WALKER ALEXANDER JR. and DWENDOLYN 
ALEXAN DER, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. I 11589/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

/z-&X&> 
Attorneys for Plaintiff / 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 8 82012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUN 2 ti 2012 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WALKER ALEXANDER JR. and DWENDOLYN 
ALEXANDER, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 1589/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ll ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshawer 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 82012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 2 6  2912 

nn. ._ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WALKER ALEXANDER JR. and DWENDOLYN 
ALEXANDER, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 1589103 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 611 ,201 2 

lAttornevs for Plaintiff Andrew M. Warshauer 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF ICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DWENDOLYN ALEXANDER, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of WALKER ALEXANDER JR. and DWENDOLYN 
ALEXANDER, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 1589/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ - 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

No#l Bt< Maria 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LYNN F. PARIS1 as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHANNES DEVALK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

INDEX NO.: 124444102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the bove-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

6 0 %  p&k2 onald J. Fay, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
’W 2 6 2012 !OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH LAUER, SR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL ‘OUNT~ CLERK‘S OFFICE 
I.A.S. Part 30 NfW YORK 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 113567102 

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 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 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

nald J. Fay, sq. 
~fl&..W$P-!?. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc, 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
DUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FULATES TO: 

SOL SHARGEL, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

INDEX NO.: 124444102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. W ATERS, MCPHERSON, MCNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

JUN 0 8 2012 



. . .. 

J’N 2 6 2012 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS SILBERT and ELAINE 
SILBERT, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NYCAL NEW YORK 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 124441/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitl i 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
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 'UN 2 6 2012 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNE WALSH, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of TERRENCE WALSH, 
and ANNE WALSH Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET 
AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

- .IDp a 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 124441102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE? defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice? and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ATERS, McPHERSO 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFtK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM T. GOOLEY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

JldW 2 6  

* 
cowhairiwwsm@ 

NYCAL Mw- 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

INDEX NO.: 107102/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DE! Riley, Inc,, requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 
2, $ z o ~ ~ l  



JIJN 2 2012 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
I II 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED G. CORDES, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 119826/00 

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 

defendant, DB Riley, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

VA6orneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

A’f 2 



SUPlREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HOWARD ELLEFSEN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

F I L E D  INDEX NO.: 110289/98 
11 1058198 

JUN 2 6 2612 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
JUDGMENT MOTIO$&UW CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
s for DB Riley, Inc. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 2 82012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK j U N  2 6 'lil12 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN KNOX, 
Plain tiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 11 1071198 
113280197 
115429105 
103975197 
109675199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

e DeArmas, Esq. 
McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 

DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 2 82012 



F I L E D  * 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES D. LANIGAN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL JUN 2 6 2UiZ 

INDEX NO.: 107817199 
102 1 14/07 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

5/h5 / I  2 

ERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

orneys for DB Riley, Inc. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK JIM 2 b 2012 

lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSARIO MORREALE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 124525100 

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. 

57-3/12 

S, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

eys for DB Riley, Inc. 

New York, New York 10279 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 

MAY 2 82012 



F I L E D  

~ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C, 
ttorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

JUN 2 6 2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

FFICE 
I. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

ROGER PRINCE, INDEX NO.: 102939199 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 
ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

vs. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 



... . . -. 

DATED: s 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
-D 

2L( ,2012 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMENICK CALLO and BONITA CALLO 
Index No. 105546/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOMENICK CALLO and BONITA CALLO 
Index No. 105546/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 7.1 a! ,201 2 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F / iP&,*'*' 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK CANALE and ANTOINETTE CANALE 
Index No. 100741/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

' >  Li. f' 
~~~~ +* 

#- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

r ,  J 
9 c <# B***IE3hm$' "*, *,"I 4 7 Norie Sta. Maria 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
88 Veterans Memorial Highway 

uppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

--7 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN a? 6 21312 

a,!F-\N 'KMK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK CANALE and ANTOINETTE CANALE 
index No. 100741/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: T ( l f  ,2012 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Eoggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 2 6 2012 
COUNW OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA K. CAPECE, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of ANTHONY J. CAPECE and PATRICIA K. CAPECE, 
as spouse NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 108849103 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

.sb< ,2012 h 

DATED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Early & Strauss 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
P.O. Box 3601 
New York, NY 100 17 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



- - .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NEWYORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
. .  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL CARLIN 
Index No. 100731/03 
1051 73/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 5 ,/a! ,2012 

# Attorneys Nori a. for Maria Defendant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
JJN _* 0 $2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

jUpJ 2 6  2e;Q 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSEANN BLANDO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
SALVATORE F. BLANDO and BENEDETTA BLANDO, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 100725/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

5 /z, ,2012 DATED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

a 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

OFFICE 
lVEm YOHK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VERNON A. BONOMI and PATRICIA BONOMI 
index No. 1901 09/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 5 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Barg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

JUN 2 6 2pj2 
CLERKS OFFICE 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD W. AMTHOR and LOIS AMTHOR 
Index No. 100738/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: Y/S ,2012 

f a *  >,& p'. 

i Noriel a. Maria 

,<i"",. ,+v +& i: J'd i B  \ y*.wpu*L 
G-%\>-$f& f c ,  * _** d w*v ' x 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E  
JUN 2 E 2c12 

NEW YCPh: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK CoUNW CI-ERKS OFF 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD W. AMTHOR and LOIS AMTHOR 
Index No. 100738/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

DATED: 5 I?( ,2012 

Noriel'Sta: maria 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 26 2%w 

W k W Y  GIEMS7 ml&% 
MW/ YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARIE BARBUTO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
BARTOLOMEO BARBUTO, and MARIE BARBUTO, 
Individually 

Index No. Index# 
1 15837103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: <,/A\ ,2012 

Noriel Sfa. Maria 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 
SKH - R C V ~  & Dtd: 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 zbi2 

NEW YORK -9- +, 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARIE BARBUTO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
BARTOLOMEO BARBUTO, and MARIE BARBUTO, 
Individually 

Index No. Index# 
I 15837/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 5 In! ,2012 

Noriel gt'a. klhria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

- 
8 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D 

JUN 2 6 20f2 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEWYORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSEANN BLANDO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
SALVATORE F. BLANDO and BENEDETTA BLANDO, 
Individually , NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 100725/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 5la-I ,2012 
I 

* >  
flr I 

LV*& P* c' 
Attorneys f i r  Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

.pih I* 84 * 1 %  ' r" 2 + "  6*J*, 
2: 

>-.** .ei ->+c.* t 
I 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 'E 6 2dQ 

C y J N V  CLERKS CmGE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARY R. CROW, as Executrix for the Estate of MILTON 
F. CROW, and MARY R. CROW, Individually 

Index No. I 1  1883107 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: bl s ,2012 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

7 f  SO ORDERED, 

- 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUN 2 S; 2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 3 II JNTy CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN CATALFAMO, 
Index No. 19031 3/1 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply 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 Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: d7 ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Kamco Supply Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge,.NY 1 1788 



F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6  201% 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOROTHY CULLENS, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH CULLENS, and DOROTHY CULLENS, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 113473/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: q/.jP ,20 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc, 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ,u\A 2% 

COUNflN@ 

(-@ 
@ 0-E & 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOROTHY CULLENS, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH CULLENS, and DOROTHY CULLENS, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 3473104 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

I 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
JUN 2 6 2Oi2 

NEW YOR' 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

OFF\Gt 
couNn IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED D'AMBROSIO, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ANGELA D'AMATO D'AMBROSIO, 

Index No. 118438103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: -/-25 ,2012 

-- 
Attorneys f6r Plaintiff Colleen M. Cronin 
Weitz 8; Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 26: 2gfp 

' ''''7' OFFjW 
NEW YORR 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED D'AMBROSIO, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ANGELA D'AMATO D'AMBROSIO, 

Index No. 118438103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



.. . 

F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUN 2 9  2812 

NEWVOW 
ci;awmcms*- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT CASTORINA 
Index No. 123077/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: /k%y/@ ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 

NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT CASTORINA 
Index No. 123077/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Z - L  ,201 2 

I" . " 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 8 8 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'UN 2 6 2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN CATALFAMO, 
Index No. 190313/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest 

BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest BorgWarner 
Morse TEC Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest BorgWarner Morse 

TEC Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: sf7 ,2012 

431 
L l + 2 J  

Attorneys for P x t  iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLbnardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation by its 
successor in interest BorgWarner 
Morse TEC Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Y 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



- 4  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK - 

jLIN 2 6  2012 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

coUNTy C&RKS OFFIe 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 123077/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL CARLIN 
Index No. 100731/03 
1051 73/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 5- 13 \ ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUN L 6 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YURK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS V. CARROLL 
Index No. 100232/03 
106364103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ~ </,A( ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

cm@wY (gfqrEE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION E'JV yo R K 

.. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS V. CARROLL 
Index No. 100232/03 
106364103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 5 ' (. ( ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT CASTORINA 
Index No. 123077/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: &/P ,2012 

Weits & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THOMAS BRUGER 
Index No. 116822/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules § 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

"_ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

\ Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

-Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6  2012 

CoUNrr CLERK'S OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HAROLD J. BRENNAN and DOMENICA BRENNAN 
Index No. 19025611 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Kamco Supply Corp., with prejudice 

in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Kamco Supply Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 517 ,2012 

h Attorneys for aintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Kamco Supply Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

terans Memorial Highway 
pauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



I '  , SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

This Document Relates to: 

WOSSNER IK., AUGUST F. 

I opposition thereto, 

JUN 2 6 2012 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF~CE MOTION AND ORDER 
NEW YoRK 

X Re: FEBRUARY 2012 FIFO ------------------______________________----------~----~---~--~-~~-~~-~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUC'I'ION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

~ ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORA'IION , as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

*, 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTKUC'I'ION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORA'I'ION, as Successor in 

Interest to 'I'ISHMAN REALTY & 
CONS'I'KIJC:'TION CO., INC. 

son, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, I 



This Document Relates to: 

DEFlLIPPIS,FRANCIS R. L E 126687/02 
Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORA'IION , as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
k z r  ,2012 

WEITL & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONS'I'RUCTION CO., INC. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES T 

NEAL P. IZZO 
Index No. 120431/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN O 8 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NEAL P. IZZO 
Index No. 120431/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

JWN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S O W \ G ~  MOTION AND ORDER 
4 NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: d w  ,2012 

-+- 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

n Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PASQUALE A. FORGIONE and ANN FORGIONE 
Index No. 190216/12 

NO OPPOSITION ' E SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

juN 2 6 2012 
FRI('S O F W E  

rn 1h17v I . .  
V '  

NEWyORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor-in- 

interest Borg Warner Morse TEC, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor-in- 

interest Borg Warner Morse TEC, Inc.,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor-in-interest Borg Warner 

Morse TEC, Inc.,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
J 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation by its 
successor-in-interest Borg Warner 
Morse TEC, Inc., 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 100396/03 

EDWARD GRANT F I L E ~  

WHEREFOREl defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD GRANT 
Index No. 100396/03 

F I L E D ,  
NO OPPOSITION 

jUN 20’2 1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: [at ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



. . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH L. HAMMOND 1 a"z89VOS 
I n e x  No. 100741/03 

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW yoRK MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 

m Norie . Maria 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 082018 . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DATED: 5 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

a [  ,2012 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH L. HAMMOND 
Index No. 100741/03 
102892/03 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

J Attorneys Noriel a. for Maria Defendant 

Lockheed Martin Gorp+ 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D  

: NYCAL JUN 2 6 2012 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X CO~NTY CLERKS OFFICE 
: Index No. 120430/01 NEW y o ~  

_1_____11__________________________I____----------"------------ 

100302/02 
LOUIS PAVON and MARGARET PAVON, 

Plaintiff($), 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewY r , N e  York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



n 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 100 18 I 

I 

F I L E D  I 

JUN 2 6 20?2 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X _____I____--_______________________I____----------~------------ 

COUNR CLERK'S OFFICE 
, _. ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

X -_1_______-----___________1_______11____----------------------- 

FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as : Index No. 112561/02 
Executrix for the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK, 1057 13/02 

Plaintiff( s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 4. i Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

X 
Defendants. 

_ _ _ _ _ " 1 _ ~ ~ l _ _ - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k ew York ru p!? !L 

Dated: New York. New York 
-~*_  _" + 

c 

JUN 152012 
SO ORDERED: 

Hon. S h e r r S 6 i n  H&ler, J.S.C. 



magains t- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER . A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et d. 

Defendants. 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 

IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

+ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 7 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

JUN 2 6 2012 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

A. C. & S. INC., &d. 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

+L 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

oodyear Canada Inc. 

e 

Lawrence G. Lee, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York I 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

X __1"1______---__-_1__-I---------------I-"~----------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED. 

NE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New Unrk,. NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

Hon. Sheky Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S .  INC., gt d. : Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
* 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NM, BRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
M1 WLEEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

pa BOX 480 

This Document Relates to: 

DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of ROBERT H. KILLIAN and DOROTHY M. 
KILLIAN, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK '"N 2 6  2012 

INDEX NO,: 04-105606 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

77, CLERKS 0FFjcE 
YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

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 agains 

defendant, Kahler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Dorothy M. Killian, a 
of Robert H. Killian and Dorothy M. Killian, 
Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: - 

BZ-DIP-9 
JUN I 52014 



- 
c 

< 

HOAGLANO, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NMTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Po BOX 480 
Y M ,  BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOWH JERSEY 
7M WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUR 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 
I.A.S. Part 30 NEW YORK 
(Heitler, J.)- 

F I L E D  

This Document Relates to: 

JUN 2 6 21112 

INDEX NO.: 190151/11 

JOHN ALIPRANTIS AND BARBARA ALIPRANTIS 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. ET AL 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing pl&,,itiffs' 

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. 

YOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN LUXENBERG, P.C. 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co, 700 Broadway 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

John Aliprantis and Barbara Aliprantis 

New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  ! 

Index No. 105626-2003 
Robert J. Blaso, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

A.C. & $., INC. et al., Including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER LLC sued herein as "Foster Wheeler Corporation"' 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER LlC with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Foster Wheeler, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Foster Wheeler LLC 
Three Gateway Center, 12th Floor 
Newark, NJ 07102 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

WARREN MCNALLY, 

Index No,: 108714-01 

D 120250-99 

-against- 

JUN 2 6 2012 Plaintiff(s), 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

A.C. and S. INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMEMCAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, 
2430 Route 34 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 nasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Inc. 



b * 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION, 

This Document Relates to: 

GARY PAUL VAN NOTE and JANE M. VAN 
NOTE, 

Plaintiff( s), 
V. 

ALFA LAVAL, INC., et al., 

Defendant(s). 

Index No.: 12-190011 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, TUTHILL CORPORATION, solely for 

Murray Turbine (“Defendant”), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against 

Defendant TUTHILL CORPORATION solely for Murray Turbine with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: May 30,2012 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED, 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Tuthill Corporation solely for 
Murray Turbine 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 



SUPREMI?, COmT OF TFIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
R 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190187-12 

STANLEY FRIEDMAN and PHYLLIS 
FRIEDMAN, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

~ I I I c 3 1 1 1 _ 1 y _ c - I _ L _ - - - - - - - - d  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US TNC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US rT\IC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., without prejudice, and there being no uppositian thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, ZNC., be and the same are liereby dismissed without 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Bridget Truxilk, Esq, 
Lanier Law Firm 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
126 E 56th SI # 6 
New York, NY 10022-3087 

SO ORDERED, 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fllda American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Mnnasqunn, New Jersey 08736 



05/31/2012 12: 30 7325284445 BRAATEN 81 PASCARELLA 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBIBTO$ 
LITIGATION 

JOHN D. WALKER and CATI-IXRm MCLEAN 
WALKER, 

PAGE 02/02 

Index NO,: 19fi163-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW PORK 
COUNTY OF NJZW YORK 

INDMFNT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-qainst- 

AXR & LIQUID SY3"FNS CORPORATION, as 
succwsw-bymerger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et silt,, 

WHEREFORE, defdant ,  HOFFMAN/NEW Y O N E R ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, HOFFMAN/NEW YOFXER, with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notiw to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, H O F M N N E W  Y D W k  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prcjwdicc 

and without coats. 

A Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 

Weirz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintiffIs) 
700 Broadway H o f f i n f l c w  Yarker 
New York, NV I0003 

Braatan & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, 

MAY-31-ZOl% 10:24AM From: 7325284445 1D:SHERRTON SUITES Pas@ : 002 R=96z 



CHANDLER, LAMAR 103530103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISIIMAN CONSTRlJCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY lk CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COKPORATlON , as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
M A Y  7c 7 2012 

-- 
ES EDWARDS 

ttorneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. INC. 

lets Road 
ew York 11507 

( 5  16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, I JUN 0 8 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO€& - 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 

THOMAS HOUSTON & ELLEN HOUSTON, JUN 2 6 2012 

vs . 
Plaintgs, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIG 

NEW YORK 

Ferro Engineering Division of ON Marine Services Company, et al., 

Defendants. I 

1nc:x No. 190 1 19/20 12 

. !NO OPPOSITION 
4 SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Ferro Engineering Division of ON Marine Services Company, 

incorrectly sued herein as Ferro Engineering, individually and as successor-in-interest to Oglebay 

Norton and also improperly sued/named herein as ON Maine Services Company, a Delaware 

Corporation and wholly owned subsidiary of Oglebay Norton Company, an Ohio Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Ferro Engineering Division of ON Marine 

Services Company, without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

Ferro Engineering Division of ON Marine Services Company be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
May -9 23 2012 

Dated: Buffalo, New York 
May dol, 2012 

The Lanier Law Firm, PLLC DAMON MOREY LLP 

Bridget B.%uxillo, Esq. Danielle M. Cardamone, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
126 East 56th Street, gfh Floor 
New York, NY 10022 Company 

Attorney for Defendant 
Ferro Engineering Division of ON Marine Services 

The Avant Building, Suite 1200 
200 Delaware Avenue 

w York 14202 

SO ORDERED: 
JUN 0 8 2012 



4 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & $. INC., et al., 

This Document Relates To: 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, 

Index No: 113279-02 
120902-02 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 6\"1\\1 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



VERNON A. BONOMI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 

Defendants, 

Index No.: 190109-12 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

7 

ORDER 

JUN 2 6 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Li%%. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
BIRD INCORPORATED 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-1 8 

(212) 558-5500 w Jersey 08736 

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: 

CHESTER W. ZYCH, 

Plain tlff(s), 
V. 

ALSTOM POWER, XNC. (Individually and as Successor 
to AIR PREHEATER CORPORATION d/b/a 
WUNGSTROM AIR PREHEATER), et id., 

Defendant(s). 

Index NO.: 12-190162 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DRESSER-RAND COMPANY (lndividually and as Successor io TERRY STEAM 

TURBINE COMPANY AND MURRAY TURBINES), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs compIaint against defendants, DRESSER- 

RAND COMPANY (Individually and as Successor to TERRY STEAM TURBINE COMPANY AND MURRAY 

TURBINES), with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED. that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant DRESSER- 

RAND COMPANY (Individually and ns Successor to TERRY STEAM TURBINE COMPANY AND MURRAY 

TURBINES), be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 

BriGEarly, Esq. 1 
EARLY & STMUSS, LLC 
Attorneys for plaintif&) 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20'' Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

B W T E N  & 
PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

(Individually and as Succeasor to TERRY 
STEAM TURBINE COMPANY AND 
MURRAY TURBINES) 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

DRESSER-RAND COMPANY 

(732) 528-8888 

JUN Q 82012 



SWFUEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Ia Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

X 

This Document Relates to: 

GARY PAUL VAN NOTE and JANE M. VAN 
NOTE, 

PlaintifT(s), 
V. 

ALFA LAVAL, INC., et al., 

Defendoat(s). 

Index No.: 12-190011 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COPMANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the abova-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-FXND COPMANY, with prejudice, and there baing no 

opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims nnd cwss claims against defendant 

INGERSOLL-RAND COPMANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

A~~OITIBYS for plaintiqs) 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED, 

SkAATEN & 
PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, Naw Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

FRANK LATTANZIO, as Executor far the Estate 
of JOSEPH LATTANZIO, and EVELINA 
LATTANZIO, Individually, 

Index No.: 108781-03 
100864-03 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules S 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., flWa AMER 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defi 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissec 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standa 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
J h  0 8 2O1Zl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge 

NY CAL 

Plainti I f s ,  
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., al., MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendz its. 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _ _ _  -X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulc s Pumps Inc., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-elltitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sectior §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 

This Document Relates to: 
Robert Engle, 

Index No 

Part 30 
Heitler) 

: 190172/11 

r 

Dated: 

NEW YORK 
Esq. Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq. S h ~ d I l ~ l k ?  P I .  Kd% i f 5 6  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert E n q l e  G o u l d s  Pumps Inc 
700 Broadway, 6th  Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 855-9000 
Our F i l g  No.: 6754-11719 

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: 

X flf-l---l_____-_-f__-------------------- 

X ........................................ 

MICHAEL A. MARAGLINO and ELAINE MARAGLINO, 

Plaintiff ( s )  I 
-again3 t - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFRa 
*m 

NYCAL NEW YORK 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

Index No.: 03/104022 
02/12668 6 

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 plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with pre judice  and without c o s t s .  

Dated: 

John J. Fann 
Cullen and D 
Attorney fo 
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

i 

SO ORDERED, 
\ 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F I L E 
JUN 2 6 2012 

-against- 

A, C. & S, INC., gtd. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, Defendants. 
IASPart30 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York & 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: Y 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

Lawrence G. Lee, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York. New York 

L 
SO, ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ______"___11________------------------------------------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL JUN 2 6  2012 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X CLERK'S OFFICE _______"_11__11"_____----------------..------------------------- 

FRANCES KEOUGH, Individually and as : Index No. 106693/02 NEW YORK 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN J. KEOUGH, 1 15009/02 

Plaintiff(s), 
: NO OPPOSITION 

"against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York Ne York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

1.c141.- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York A I  

SO ORDERED: A?' ". 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

JUN J 52012 



: NYCAL 

-7  

F I L E D  
JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

FREDERICK W. JACOB and DOROTHY JACOB,: Index No. 107003/02 
1 107 14/02 

Plaintiff(s), 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

+ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40fh Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

Dated: New York, New York . I  

3"N I52012 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATg OF NEW YORK 
1 

-against- 

A. C. & S. INC., gt d. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

Defendants. 

- 7  

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherr; Kleh Heitler, J.S.C. JUN I 5 2 0 1 ~  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE' OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40" Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

JuPJ 1 5  ZOltl SO ORDERED: 



06/86/2012 WEINER LESNIAK LLP 13: 10 6312326184 

. .-. 

PACE 02/02 

F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 

JUN 2 6 2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNn CLERK'S OFF'' 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ISAURO SABlTRl TULSI 
Index No, 1 go1 7311 2 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

b, I 
WHEREFORE, defsndant, Borg-Warner Corporation by Ita 8ucce8aor tn interest 

8atgWarner Mome TEC Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled 
c8s8, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismlashg plalntiffs' complaint 
against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by it8 esuccessor in interest BorgWamer 

Morse TEC Inc., wtth prlsjudice in this action, and there being no opposition thento, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ell co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation by its wmx8Iior In Interest BorgWarner 
Mum TEC Inc., be and the same are hereby diamlssed with prejudice and without 
Cb$b. 

W o r n e y s  for Plaintiff (JV 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th noor 
New York, NY 10003 

/ l /  /4, 

Borg-Warner Corpomtlan by it8 
8ucce$Ssor In interest BargWsnrner 
Morse TEC he.  
Marahall, Dsnnshey, Warnar, 
Coleman & Coggiri 

Veterans Memoriel Highwtly 

SO ORDERED, 



: Index No. 114876/02 
106706/02 

SAM R. MOGAVERO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT -against- 

: MOTION AND ORDER . A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, ew York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

JUN 1 5  2012 
Hon. Sh 

T 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAOLAND. LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NRNBRWSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 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: 

MARION BARTHOLD, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of WILLIAM C. 
BARTHOLD, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby r-quests 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: 

- 
MONICA R. KOSTR&W*SQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MCbEd4N 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko h le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Marion Barthold, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of William C. 
Barthold 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAFI, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1.A.S Part 3 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

JUN 2 6 2012 

INDEX NO.: 190081/11 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM and FRANCIS MARY 
GORHAM, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

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 321 2, 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 

:osts. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
$741 12 

MO~ICA R. KOSTF~EWA, EM. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
=rick Company Gorham 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

William Joseph Gorham and Francis Mary 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED: 

- . .. . . 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORN,  DUNST 8, 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

WORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Pa BOX 480 
W BRUNSNCK, 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: 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM and FRANCIS MARY 
GORHAM, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

F 

JUN 2 8 2012 

CLERKS OFFICE 
I.A.S. Part 30 h''W YORK 

INDEX NO.: 190081/11 

(Heitler, J.) I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, hereby requests summaq 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corporation, witt 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, York International Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed witf 

Drejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
SlL+l\Z- 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defend ant , 
fork International Corporation Gorham 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

30 ORDERED: - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - - - - - - - - - - l _ l l _ r _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

John H. Wingen Sr. 

X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
0RX)ER 

lant ERTCSSON INC., as successor lli derest  to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

---.Our File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 

5025036v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______-_---_--------_l_l l_l_lr_rr____r__- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

Joseph Warszniter 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE lefei 

JUEJ 2 6 2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108209/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

lant ERICSSON INC., as successor .*I interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sj7&2 
> 

* ,  

,p'-=% 

c@ **> 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
212-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 

5025032v.l 



Elmont E. Wardell 

Index No: 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

~ Our File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

5025027v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Frank T. Snyder 

100855-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

5025025v.l 



This Document Relates To: 

Arnold D. Skoler 
JUN 2 6 2012 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108 1 11/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor *.A interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-> 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

JUH 0 8 2012 
5024905v.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

...* Qwr File No. 07536.00001 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 

2 12-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, 

5024736v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No. : 190267/20 10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CORDELL J, BELLACH, 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGmNT 

- against - 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., et al., 

Defendants. JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

WHIEREFORE, defendant H.S. FARRELL, INCt hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant H.S. FARRELL, INC. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to ail co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant H.8. FARRELL, INC, be, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

D a t ~ ~  q2@& 
New ork, New York 

Andre E. Harlfinger, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHOWY, LTD. 

New York, New York 10017 Attorneys for Defendant 
2 12-986-2233 H.S. FARRELL, INC, 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 / (212) 651-75OO 

3UN 8 $2012 
2465996 



A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al., 

F I 1 E 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190094/12 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

Dated: New York New York 

L A  1 
5-f/ ) -"2 2012 

B e n j d c  f f awe ,  Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Kevin W. Turbert, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

’UN 2 6 2012 

x7 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODCUTS CO., et. al., 

Successor to YORK SHIPLEY, INC. (hereinafter “COMPUDYNE”) hereby requests Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, COMPUDYNE, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY. LTD. &- 

Efan BlouL, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Kevin W.Turbert, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CompuDyne Corporation, Individually and 
as successor to York-Shiplcy 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 
(21 2) 65 1-7500 

,-*” + 

SO ORDERED, 





JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK Ik 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor ..I interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York .-?- 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
2 12-490-3000 

---Our File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

5024899v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

Michael J. R u s s o F  / L E 
L 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100864-03 
108768-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 

Hen, Our File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
K. eitler 

JUN o $2012 

5024893v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X " _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ I c I _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - l - - - l l - - - - - - - - - - ~ - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Index NO: 1 16 190-03 
10085s-03 

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Salvatore Ragone jUbJ 2 6 2012 
cocIRI' JUDGMENT L'LkRK'S OFFICE lMOTION AND 

ORDER iny 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S / z S / I Z  at& 
8 * 8"" 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorney for Plaintiff E EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, New York 10003 ERICSSON INC., as successor in 

interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

ile No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

5024878v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
______________rl_____l_l_____________l__- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F1-L- % -q 3 This Document Relates To: 

' l J N  2 6 21112 
Albino Pizzolorusso 

CouNry CLERK'S OFFICE 
*IC NEW YOnK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105027-03 
100855-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant ERICSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
P 

~t tomey for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
EFUCSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
212-490-3000 a A / - ' " -  Our File No. 07536.00001 

SO ORDERED, * 
5024873v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
1 defendant EFUCSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & 

Cable Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Leo G. Palmer 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

JUN 2 6 2u12 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT 
I* NEW YORK MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant EFUCSSON INC., as successor in interest to Anaconda 
Wire & Cable Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
ERICSSON INC., Individually, and as successor in interest to Anaconda Wire & Cable 
Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Dated: New York, New York 

~t torney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
ERICSSON INC., as successor in 
interest to Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 

Our File No. 07536.00001 
212-490-3000 

JUN 0 8 2012 

SO ORDERED, 

5024869v.l 



This Document Relates To: 

Salvatore J ,  Vasta 

JUN 2 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE : 

NEW YORK 4 

NYCAL 
IAS Part 30 
(Heitlcr, J.) 

Index No. 113938-00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Crane Co. hcreby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant The Crane Co. hcreby with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Crane Co. hereby be and the samc are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
May 30,2012 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 



A.C. & S., INC., et a]., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND OIIDER 

Defendants . 
X I_lr_-r_-lll"c__"___I-------*-------I-~--~"---~---"---------_-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled cases, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' coinplaiiit against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, aII claims and cross clainls against 

defendant C M N E  CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice niid wi thoiit cosls. 

EITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. J"4 Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New Yor-k, N Y  10003 9 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 *York, NY 10022-6030 

SO O W E N D ,  

JUN 0 82012 



12125363981 To:2123445461 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LLTIGATION 

Plaintiff@), 
Index NO.: 110269-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEMFOW, defendant CRANE GO. hereby requests summary j u d p m t  in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE GO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agabst 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same we hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without COSCS. 

Dated: 6Jdbl L 

Attorneys for Plaintiqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



F E SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1"1"11_11___________I--------------------------------------------- X JUN 2 ti ZUQ 

CLERK'S OF FlCB IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 
: 1,A.S. Part 30 

FRANK JANITS, Individually and Derivatively as : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Spouse of KATHLEEN JANITS, and KATHLEEN : 
JANITS, Individually and Derivatively as Spouse of : Index No.: 190084-12 
FRANK JANITS, 

NEW YQRK X ____________________c______I_I____I_I___~------1-"~-------------- 

Plaintiff(s), NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

-against - 

ALLIED BUILDING PRODUCTS COW., et al,, : 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant C V N E  I CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: b l 4  rL 

4 Ambre Br ndis, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Kirste Alford Kneis, Esq. 
K& GATESLLP 
At rneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
C d NECO. 

-iKG&i? 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E ~  Y 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUN 2 6 2U12 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S O F F ~ C ~  A 

NEW YORK 4 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARIE F. CICHY, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
DOMINIC J. EIARIO, 

Index No. 11 1237/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: b/Y ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  

4 

DATED: 5 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

31 ,201 2 

JUN 2 6 2012 - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CATHERINE G. CALLAHAN, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of DOMINIC D'ANGELO and CATHERINE G. 
CALLAHAN, as Administratrix for the Estate of CONNIE 
D'AN G E LO , 

Index No. 100402/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

NorierSta": Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

0 8 2012 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

JL\N 2 6  m2 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

,s @GE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION C O U N ~ ~  cLE!$~K 

N€\rJ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DAVID DAY, as Executor for the Estate of RUSSELL 
DAY 

Index No. 112220/03 
1 1 1594103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

I 2 O l 2  A DATED: 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
m T z & J  
Attornevs for Plaintiff 6’ 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway - 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 
H K l e i n  Heitler 

JUN 0 82012 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DAVID DAY, as Executor for the Estate of RUSSELL 
DAY 

Index No. 112220/03 
1 1 1594/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 /-, 

722% JA, 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LORETTA DEVITA, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD DEVITA, and LORETT D VITA, Individually 

Index No. 118136/98 

J NO OPPOSITION ’ E D , SUMMARYJUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
I JUN 2 6 2012 4 ,  

F\CE 
WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t : s y  W Y  RK req?,sts summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 712. ( ,2012 

Norier$t& maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUN 0 8 2012 
SKH - Rcvd & Dtd: --- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO* 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS 15959103 
F 1 L E D Index NO. 128019!02 

JJN 2 6  m2 
0 OPPOSITION 
UMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 5 /ai ,2012 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

JuN 0 8 2012 
SKH - RCVd & Dtd: 



JUN 2 6 2QP SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
.*- NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS 
Index No. 128019/02 
15959103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2012 

L Norie ta. aria 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



JUN 2 8 zit12 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 7%A 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRED M. EARL 
Index No. 12801 9/02 
105958103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 51 a I ,201 2 
f 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, NY 11788 



JUN 2 6 201; 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIGt 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NEWYORK -.- IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.__ ~~~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CATHERINE G. CALLAHAN, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of DOMINIC D'ANGELO and CATHERINE G, 
CALLAHAN, as Administratrix for the Estate of CONNIE 
D'AN G E LO , 

Index No. 100402/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 
* ,  

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

- 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, JUN 0 8 2012 

SKH - RCVd & Dtd: 



HARRIS BEACH 2 
ATTORNEY5 AT LAW 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Index No. 11-190041 

PAUL VICKERS, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, 

-vs.- 

AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOFE, defendant SAINT-GOBAIN ABRASIVES, INC., by its attorneys 

Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to CPLR Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant SAINT# 

GOBAIN ABRASIVES, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant SAINT-GOBAIN ABRASIVES, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed witl 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: fdd6- 7 , 2012 

- <  

Brian Early, Esq. 
EARLY & STRhJSS, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor 

f w 
Michael J. Masiu Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defendant 

Saint-Gobain Abrasives, Inc. 
99 Garnsey Road 

ittsford, New York Y 14534 

SO ORDERED, 

-1- 



- -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 100229/03 

ROBERTM. HlLLand ALLAELIJ! L E D 7 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

$2 
I **w..I..xm 

y ,  
# v-- . 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

1 \> *:&.. L, */ * ' " L  la+>* 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT M. HILL and ALLA HIL 
Index No. 100229/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
F I L E D  7 

IUN 2 6 ‘1012 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 5 /a !  ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Eoggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD HOEFT 
Index No. 100234/03 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DATED: 5 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

,201 2 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD HOEFT 
Index No. 100234/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Norief'Sta!/tdaria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

1788 

SO ORDERED, 



.. . .  . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARIE F. CICHY, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
DOMINIC J. EIARIO, 

Index No. 11 1237103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

4 Attorneys No iel Sta. for Maria Defend ant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK JUN 2 6 2012 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
I Y L U V  I W I I I -  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- . 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SUSAN J. NORRIS as Administratrix for the Estate of 
MONROE EVANS and SUSAN J, NORRIS as Executrix 
for the Estate of BETTY EVANS, 

Index No. 121518/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff - r/ I  I I rfi.ul/.' 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK E c) . 

JUN 2 6 2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SUSAN J. NORRIS as Administratrix for the Estate of 
MONROE EVANS and SUSAN J. NORRIS as Executrix 
for the Estate of BETTY EVANS, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Index No. 121 51 8/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: c 718 ,2012 

&W 
Attornevs for Plaintiff -P&d  IFAA'l 
Weitz 8; Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



7 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DATED: 5 

4 
JUN 2 6 2012 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

3( ,2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
NEW YORK -1 

FRED M. EARL 
Index No. 12801 9/02 
105958/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
,,idex No. 108964/03 

ARTHUR A. EATON AND GYNNA A. EATON 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudica in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 5b< ,2012 

Early d Strauss 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
P.O. Box 3601 
New York, NY 10017 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans _- Memorial Highway 

auge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

'JUN o 8 2012 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL ......................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

This Document Relates to: 
WARREN WHITE Index No. : 1155101 ’02  

NO-OPPOSITION 
P l a i n t i f F  I 1 E ST JUDGMENT 

OT ON AND ORDER 
- against - 

JUN 2 6 2012 
A . C .  & S., I N C . ,  et al., 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

4 Defendants. NEWYORK 

WHEREFORE, d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

L a w  and Rules Section 53212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint. 

against d e f e n d a n t  BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  * ’  kq Cullen arid Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Warren Whi t e  Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, 6 th  F l o o r  177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

No.: 11084-3516 




