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SUPREME cowr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS PEPINO, as Administrator for the Estate : NYCAL 
of HENRY PEPINO and THOMAS PEPINO, as : Part 3o 
Administrator for the Estate of MILLICENT 
PEPINO, ' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

P1 ailitiff( s), 

-against- 

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

* Index No. 120390-0 1 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 CqANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

36-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

s OFFICE CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue ~ ~ H I Y  GLERK 
New York, NY 10022-6030 NEW 

JUL 25 2011 



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

71 ,2011 

HENRY A. PEPINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

16 IS 102-1 



in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & M C M A N W ~  Y m  
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

lJAttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

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: 

HENRY A. PEPINO 123935/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: &3 ,2011 
I*.- 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELAT 

HENRY A. PEPINO 

'ES TO: 

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 Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
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: 

HENRY A. PEPINO 
Index 

123935/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. I 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: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Me) 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORLUU, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 400 
Nw\, BRUNWCK, NJ 

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

%.. r 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES J. COUGHLIN 

against 

A. 0. SMTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

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

INDEX NO.: 120390/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: 

MATTHEW MaclNTYRE, @Q. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO,~ORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 

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

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

SO ORDERED: 

. . -. . . - -. . . - -. 

BV-ASPIRE-11 



._ 

JAMES J. COUGHLIN, Index No.: 120390-01 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

X 3r--l---------------____________________--""------~----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., 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 plaintiffs 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., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 7-1 I ' \  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

f i  O ' L  
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 

- \  
t 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1203901/01 

JAMES J. COUGHLIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary I 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106491 904.1 



536 .09772 /AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherry K1 
This document relates to: 

in H 

: Index No. : 
VINCENT CANNIZZARO, Deceased, : 

itler) 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

: (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

SNITED CONVEYOR CORPOWTION,  : NO OPPOSITION 
tt al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

lrejudice, and there  being no opposition t he re to .  

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

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

3ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou T ~ C  k 
AUG 1 5  2611 

FICE 
-- - 

TEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Lttorneys for Plainti & FLINN 
'00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
few York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 3 5 0  
- -I P . b .  BOX 438 



VINCENT CANNIZZARO (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I .U.  Willets Road 

' J  

ertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 120391/01 

JERRY DIAMOND NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CerlainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7! 201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 , (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D .  
&UG 1 5  2011 7 

US-ACTIVE-106491942.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

+ THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ADRIENN SAITTA and FRANCINE DOUKAS and 104 6/02 
SUZANN SAITTA, as Co-Administratrices for the Estate 
of FRANK SAllTA 

Index No. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: d 5 3  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 7 1788 

COUNT/ CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 252011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANIEL C. BLAKE AND ELISE C. BLAKE, 

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

i IndexNo.: 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yojk, New York 
,2011 

bLL 
I 

Robert Darish, Esq. f l / L . 4 / W /  L+w-d// 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Daniel C. Blake 
M C G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

4 
AUG 1 5  2011 

2571-0564D 
+. 

{NO0421 73-1 } 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFQE 

NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N o / & -  
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ADRIENN SAllTA and FRANCINE DOUKAS and 
SUZANN SAITTA, as Co-Administratrices for the Estate 
of FRANK SAIlTA 

104066/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



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

ADRIENN SAITTA and FRANCINE DOUKAS 
and SUZANN SAITTA, as Co-Administratrices for : 
the Estate of FRANK SAITTA, 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
part 30 

Plaintiff( s), Index No. 120392-01 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 I 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's 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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue I p,@ 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 Off\* fl G L E W  

@qYOBfi 

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: 

ADRIENN SAITTA and FRANCINE DOUKAS and 
SUZANN SAITTA, as Co-Administratrices for the Estate 
of FRANK SAITTA 

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: 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg bc 

""cy %\ \; ?\ I -  

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F \L- 
pJJc 15 lo'' 

cLEK's OmCE 
COLI m'( *YO@K 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANIEL C. BLAKE AND ELISE C. BLAKE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 120392/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

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

P?.&&l Fhnn117 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

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

Daniel C. Blake 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

York 10003 ‘f: 
(212) 509-3456 

AUG 9 5 201’ 

SO ORDERED, CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YJRK 

4543583D 

(NO042 173-1 } 

JUL 25 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Ma BECEITEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7 1 4  ' \  

LANDMAN CORSI 

J a n i n a .  Brown 
Attorneys for Defendant 

- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New Y ork, New York 10003 f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

.: :ODMA/PCDOCS/UOC'SNY/52043 111 



This Document Relates To: 

DANIEL C. BLAKE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No.: 120392-01 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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 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. 

AUG 1 5  2011 

ERK'S OFFjCe 
NEW YORK 

/J d Q& 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Tnc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(732) 528-8888 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

i I n d e x N p 6 2  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DANIEL C. BLAKE AND ELISE C. BLAKE, 

Plaintiffs, 

1 20392/0 1 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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 Yoyk, New York 

I-  - 
Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. Daniel C. Blake 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, F I L E q D 3  
2571-0564D 4 

AUG 1 5  2011 1 

(NO0421 73-1 ) 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFK3E 

NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-______-_---____-__________________I____----~--------~------------------ X (Heitler, J .) 
This Document Relates to: 

X -___--------__----_____________f________-------------------~------------ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

y 20392101 
FRANK J .  SAITTA (Deceased) D 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO _____-________________________I_________---------------~---------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 03 2011 



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

FRANK J. SAITTA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne?T;k, New York 
,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1615102-1 



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

This Document Relates to: 

DANIEL BLAKE 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 120392/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

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

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 06491654.1 



From: FAXmaker To: Helen Antoniou McGowan Esq Page: 414 Date: 7/21/2011 12:15:25 PM 

b;QLl i ' i  /' 

He%% Antonliou McGowan, Esq. 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the sbove-entitkd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no oppositiun thereto. 

ORDEED, that upon notice to a l l  co-def'endants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

(;\.f:P,KS O F f l F  
NE:WYOW '- 

, .A* 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

i6isia2-i 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE 
1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

QL 
DATED: bIW , 201 1 

> #  %a,&.J~b j L7.h I r *.d"L" 
"d..** >/J #&"L 

(* 'c4 ..h,hn* ,"Pi 4,".y "/< 
% 

Julie L Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

~- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE 
-3681 I02 

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: I.r. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

I Julie L. e 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 2.Y ,2011 

4ttoweys for Plaintiff 
- 

@&tz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th 
Vew York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED, 

Julie L.%& 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

- F I  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIC 
NEW YORK 



This Document Relates to: 

JOHN B. Mc DONALD 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO.,  INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN B. MCDONALD 
Index N62- 

105789/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summaq 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: & 23 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLhardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 2 5 2011 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Heidn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

161 5 102-1 



536 .10567 /AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCRL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein H 
This document relates to: 

JOHN B. McDONALD, 
: Index No.: 

i t 1 e. r ) 

Plaintiff, : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs  * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

FtbL E D same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
1 -  

i ;  

. AUG 1 5  2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plainti & FLTNN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

ock Avenue, Suite 350 
38 
er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

~- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES BRENNAN 

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

Index No: 120394/01 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

t herd 0 ,  

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

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

717 12011 

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

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana C 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2 
New York, New York I00 
(212) 521-5400 

T 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. kitler 

US-ACTIVE-106440872.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN B. MCDONALD 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: ~ CQ (w ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg \%?.- *.* (, 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

1 SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN B. MCDONALD 

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: & 2 0  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Anna M, DILodardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

-. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- .. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN B. MCDONALD 

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: GJ(.c, ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

J u I iy e r 
Attorne s for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, r - Hon. Sherry 

r,' 

din Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 2 5  2011S 2 5 201a 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN 
Index N p " $ O G >  
109539/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 4- zf' ,2011 

Atto - 4 W r  ys for laintiff 

d & Luxenberg 
- 7th floo 

New York, NY 10003 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppaune, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED. 

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: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN 
Index N 4 & &  
109539/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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: bb4 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff T?";" 
% 'b, k 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneqs for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

JUL 2 5 2011 



I 

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

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSE TRINIDAD 

Index No: 120395/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-106492264.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES I. CARPENTER and NANCY ELLEN 
CARPENTER 

Index No. 120395/01 

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. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  

AUG 1 S 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _-_I-I------------------------------------------------------------------ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler , J .) ........................................................................ 
This Document Relates to: 

Index No 
120395/01 

CHARLES I. CARPENTER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO ____________________---------------------------------------------------” X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Alber son, New York 
91 9 ,2013 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

ES EDWARDS 

neys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

(5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sh&y Ksin Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN 
Index N&Z& 
109539/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: cD(.-.r ,2011 A 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppa 

11 

I 
i 
! 

I i 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK CATALAN0 

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

Index No: 120395/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

T Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 n 

A 

eed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106491804.1 



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

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

CHARLES I. CARPENTER and NANCY 
ELLEN CARPENTER, 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No(s).: 120395-01 

-against- NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X _l__lr--__---------_____________________--~----1--------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 3 \ t \\ 

&F*% Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBER K&L GATES LLP 

F i L E D  Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 AUfj 1 5 2011 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 

(212) 536-3900 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUL 25 2011 



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

CHARLES I. CARPENTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York 
7r; ,2011 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hefen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

TY CLERKS OFFfCE 
MEW YORK 

16 15 102-1 

JUL 252011i 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

THOMAS McCANN and KATHERINE McCANN, : I.A.S. Part 30 

X ................................................................. 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 120395-01 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

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 C W N E  FO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

D 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

p 
L (212) 536-3900 , 

Q 
AUfi 1 5  2011 

JUL 25 2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer L Page: 5/51 Date: 7/15/2011 3:28:40 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
I.I- -- ---- _- _- ~ --- 

Index No.: 120395/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PERRY, DONALD, MOTION 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, NC,, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE,-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEE- 
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

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

McLain with prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORI)EFtED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 7 I \v ,2011 
New Yark, New York 

Jennifer L. Budna, Esq 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attornay for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERJD, 
H O  

JUL 25 2011 
This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:lW.gfi ,com 

http:lW.gfi,com


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

__ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES I. CARPENTER and NANCY ELLEN 
CARPENTER 

Index No. 120395/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. I hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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  (9 3 ,2011 n 

New York, NY 10003 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

JUL 25 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES I. CARPENTER and NANCY ELLEN 
CARPENTER 

Index No. 120395/01 

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 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: pL blzcr ,2011 

-%J 
*. ' 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 



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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120395/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES F. SMITH 

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 321 2, 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. 

L Dated: New York, New York 

formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

ph 

(212) 521-5400 

JUL 25201 

nom m e r r y  n: nemer 

E 
AUG 1 5  2011 

COlJl\lTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

t 



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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 120395/01 

JOSE TRINIDAD 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 9 2011 

,. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

(21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  ' 
AUG 1 5  20l1 Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 06486082.1 



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 CONSTRUCTTON CORPORATlON, 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 
7p- ,2011 

77? ad, E-- ,2 ,- _+*-I-* rC1\ !N 1-i CLERK'S OFFICE 
FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS NEW Yua 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs - Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRIJCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

lnterest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

5 16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x r - - l - _ _ _ r - - - _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Thomas McCann 

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

Index No: 1095 

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, ew York 
7/22p \ 

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

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

SO ORDERED, 

4621551.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES F. SMITH 

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

Index No: 120395/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

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

A Judith REED SMITH, . Yavitz, LLP. Esq. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 

AUG 1 s  ‘Eoll 
SO ORDERED, 

c o u N n  CLERKS 
NEW YORK 

USACTIVE-1 06492255.1 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS MCCANN AND KATHERINE 109543/02 
MCCANN, 

PI ainti ffs, 

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

Defendants. / 
I WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary ! 

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

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

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York + ,2011 

Thomas McCann and Katherine McCann 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I L E D . :  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

< i '  
! ,  

u '1 AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNN CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

2383-24949 

(NO042 1 73-1 } 

JUL 2 5 zo'll 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS MCCANN AND KATHERINE 
MCCANN, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index No,: 120395/ a 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

d. 

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

Thomas McCann and Katherine McCann 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ’ 

(21 2) 509-3456 I .  

SO ORDERED, 
: c  

. AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFjc$ 
2571-08961 NEW YORK 

(N0042173-1) 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 120395/01 

FRANK CATALAN0 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7 / 7  ,2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106440936.1 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

ph 

(21 2) 521 -5400 

Hon. Sherry K. Heher 

JUL 25 2011 



536.10338/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK C I T Y  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

THOMAS McCANN, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR C O R P O U T I O N ,  
st al. , 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitlt\r) 

Index No. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO 0PPOSITXC)M 
SUMNARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t.o 

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

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

2rossclairns against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the  

;ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  4 1  
' , t  $&W 

3ATED : v 

4 1: zQ\I  /$;:< 4 J 

i t torneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
'00 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

, New Jersey 07936  

;O ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



536.10338/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

~. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

THOMAS McCANN, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendant s . 

NY CAL 
I A S  PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against: defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 
East, Hanover, New Jersey 

.- 

, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
a .  YQW/#fih& 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys fo r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant , 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

8 ,-CI- 

er, New Jerhey I .Ji 

SO ORDERED, 

? *  l \ . \ \  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD T. GOOD 

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

Index No: 120396/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 5  2Ol1 

US-ACTIVE-106492081 ,I JUL 25 2011 



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

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 CHARLES PELLEGRINO and DOROTHY 

PELLEGRINO, (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 120396-01 Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

~ Matthew MacIntyre, Esuf 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

, L  ' A ~ G  5 201' 
599 Lexington Avenue 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 CLERK$ OFF'CE 
couN%~w yORK 

SO ORDERED, 

d 

t 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 EAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND J. HICKEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120396/01 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

h 

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

SO ORDERED, 

!& 
Jum A. Yavitz, Esq. 
RE& SMITH, LLP.. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 ph FL. 

(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVLI 06442238. I JUL 25 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD f. GOOD 

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

Index No: 120396/01 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10 

ph 

MG \ 5 "" 
SO ORDERED, s of@ 

&@K 
COLI .rOB* 

US-ACTIVE-106442192.1 

JUL 25 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND J. HICKEY 

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

Index No: 120396/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WH E REF0 RE, defendant Ce rtainTeed Corporation here by requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiWs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7 4 , 2 0 1 1  

Attorneys for Plaintiff eed Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

\“LED: i 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES PELLEGRINO 
Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: sc b/W ,2011 

JVeitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - '7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

f l  

Julie L. M$r 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

1 Hauppauge, NY I I788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



ALEX SPARAGO 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

D 
P.If5 1 s  

WARDS '"NT'f CLERIC'S 0FFlCF 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

DEMERS & McMlfWWt3 Y U ~ K  

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTKUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0,. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 
~ 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 
*I 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: c 
20411 \ 

1 

AQG 1 5  I 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

161 5 102-1 



536.10564/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O F  NEW 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Kle in  Heitl 

Index No. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE , defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition there to .  

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

zrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

l$2 same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
k, 

3ATED : ' AU& 3 5 l o j j  
3ast 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
' & FLINN 

GEITZ & LUXENBERG 
lttorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys fo r  Defendant, 
J e w  York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

I New Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

30 ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES PELLEGRINO 103336/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 
h 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie CMdr 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D .  4 ! 

AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

2 5 20111 



2 

- .  

. .  

I 
I 

HOkULM,  LON00 
MORAN, WNST a 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATrGRMYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERRSQN ST 

W B R U N S M C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERS€Y 
?Of WTSEY'S NULL RD 
SWfE 202 
MMVIONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 480 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES PELLEGRINO AND DOROTHY 
PELLEG RI NO 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 120396/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: 

I 

MATTHEW MACINTYR~, ESQ. 
-lOAGLAN$ LONGO, MORAN 

4ttorneys for Defendant, 
qohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Charles Pellegrino and Dorothy Pellegrino 

New York,NY 10003 

IUNST & DOUKAS,tLP - .I Aittocnays for Pkintifffsj, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: AlbertsonhNew York 
7 / 1 3  , 2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 

m M E S  EDWARDS 
~ H M U T Y ,  DEMERS M ~ M A N U S  
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

i 



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

GARY STEVEN HITZIG, as Personal : NYCAL 
Representative for the estate of SOL. L. HITZIG 
and FLORENCE HITZIG, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: T.A.S. Part 30 

Plaint iff( s) , : Index No. 120397-01 

-against- 

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

Defendants . 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 
I J  

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

defendant CRANF CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

GATES LLP 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 05 2011 



EME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
TY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment j 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant. TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

AUG \ 5 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION C O . ,  INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 

Albertson, New 
(516) 294-5433 

York 11507 



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

SOL L. HITZIG 

Index No(* 105078/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 
---\ 

16 15 102-1 



536.10566/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN R E :  NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherr: 
This document relates to: 

SOL L. HITZIG, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

TJNLTED CONVEYOR CORPOFSTION; 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

Klein Heitler} 
------l 

Index No. : 
105078/02 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
Group) 

NO QPPOSITLON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

same are h reby dismissed with prejudice and wit 
1 7  

AUG 1 5  2011 
I 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLTNN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
st Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorabl ~ e i a m  o5 2011 



HOWARD COW, SR., 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 120398-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE 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, T U N E  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., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and. without costs. 

\ L E &  ~ D L  
Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg 1 5 ~011 Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NEW  YO^^ 2430 Route 34 
(212) 558-5500 

C L E ~ K ~  QFFI@l&e US Inc,, fAda American Standard, Inc. 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 0 5  2011 



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

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

AS BE STQS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 120398/01 

HOWARD CORR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 12011 

-+A g_$/ &* 

(:% . ..$-- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106491887.1 

JUL 252011 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROCCO F. AMATO AND JOSEPHINE AMATO, ! 

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

! Index No.: 120398/01 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. ; 
I 
i WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 00 

Rocco F. Amato 
WEITZ gc LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F 1 

1 5  2U*lf 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

2383-24946A 

{N0042173-1} 

\i, i f  o& 5 M f l  



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

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

i Index No.: 120398/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROCCO F. AMATO AND JOSEPHINE AMATO, i 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. / 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/13 ,2011 

Patterson Pump Co. 
M C G m Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Rocco F. Amato 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ' 

I c F I L E D  
1 . AUG 1 5  2011 3 
f 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFJCF 
NEW YORK 

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

SO ORDERED, 

4543576A 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HOWARD CORR 

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

Index No: 120398/01 

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 321 2, 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

F \ L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 
(2 12) 52 1 -5400 

Aut \ 5 '"' 
SO ORDERED, LEBKs OWCE 

@ J N ~ G  .(ow NEW JUL 25 2011 
US-ACTIVE-106440978.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH CORR, ADMINISTRATRIX AND 
INDIVIDUALLY FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HOWARD CORR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 1 16795/07 
1 0 4 8 3 1 1 0 2 , ~  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
? / I 3  ,2011 

Treadwell Cgporation Estate of Howard Corr 
M C G ~ Y  & KLUGER, P.C. wEITz&L-ERG,?.c. F I L E D 

I ?  

NewYork,NewYork 10003- 
‘ r  

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

’ AUG 1 5 2011 
71 

(212) 509-3454 ”. 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
SO ORDEED, NEW YORK 

I. 2356501 

{NO042 173-1) 

JU1 953011’ 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH CORR, ADMINISTRATRIX AND 1 0 4 8 3 1 / 0 c e - - 2  
INDIVIDUALLY FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HOWARD CORR, 

j Index No.: 1 16795/07 
/ 

Plaintiffs? ’DOSITION 
,RY JUDGMENT 

-against- A 3 N  AND ORDER 

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

Defendants, I 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yark 
$,I 13 ,2011 

Estate of Howard Cor 
WEITZ & LUXDIEERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

W Courter-k ~orniany,  ~ n c .  

I 

4 ;  1 ’! AUG 1 5  20111 , 

F I L  
MCGrVNEY & KLUGE& P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, W U N N  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1122-6997 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. O'MALLEY 
Index N 6 G d  

104537/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

a L- 
1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff -7: *r Julie L. MLr Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway I 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

i 

SO ORDERED, i r  L, 

' AUG 1 5  2011 \ -  lion. Sherry Klein Heitler 
\ 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF 
NEW YORK 

JUL 252011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. O'MALLEY 
Index N . 120399/0 Q 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Hauppauge, 
n 

_ "  ~ 

SO ORDER 

NY 1 
v '7F I L E Q 

JUL 2 5 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. O'MALLEY 
Index No: 

104537/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE lnc., 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: b(."r ,2011 
rx. 

b 

'deitt & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Vew York, NY 10003 

Y 

i Atto Julie rne L. ys er for Defend ant 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

JUL 25 2011 



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

JOHN C. O'MALLEY and EILEEN 
O'MALLEY, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 120399-01 

Plainti ff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X -------___f_----"_--_____________I______--~-------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant C M N E  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. 

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

Angela Dxiglio,  Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE co. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

JUL 2 5  2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM J. CAPEK 
L 1 5  I 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: "('L3 ,2011 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
rlVeitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

COUNTY CLEFIK'S O W  
NEW YORK 



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

JOHN C. O’MALLEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewqYr;k, New York 
,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24’ Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

IL E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 ! 

I61 5 102-1 JUL 25 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertso2, New York 
,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ UAHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(5 16) 294-5433 



WILLIAM J. CAPEK (Deceased) 

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

Index No 9 120399/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor. in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
rneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 1 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, AUG t 5 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS QFflCE 
NEW YORK 



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

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York ,r, ,2011 
Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

H e l w &  toniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

COUNJY CLERK'S OFFlCF 
NEW YORK 

16 15 102-1 



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

CHARLES M. DALY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New,Yr; New York 
,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Compan 
88 Pine Street, 24 Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

3: 

Hon. Sherry Klein M t l e r  

F I L  
AUG I j 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

E D  
2011 

I6 I 5 102-1 



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

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - -  (Heitler, S.) 
This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

IndexNo . 120429/01- 100618/02 0 
NICHOLAS FERRANDINO NO OPPOSITION S U M M Y  

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

/ 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl& He'itler I AUG 3 5 2011 

G%WR CLERK'S OFFICE 
MEW YORK 

1615102-1 



536.14457/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

RICHARD VINESKI, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

rry Klein Heitler) 

&Z 
100293 /02  

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without aos&. l~ r~  ~ 3 7 1  ED 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

GARRITY , 6RAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Michael J. h a t o  

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 

-4%L 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

r File No. 0533ij””pl E D 
AUG 1 5  2o11 SO ORDERED, 

4367576. I 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne5Yrt;New York 
,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. 

- 

niou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 1 

JUl, 

0005 

25 20 11 



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

EROTIDO LARFUNGA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

u McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 100 
/ 

\ L E  - 
r 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

N Y LAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 120462/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, fMa BECHTEL CORP,, 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

"I l s r  I \ \  
LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-F9  I L E 
(212) 238-4800 

AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW Y w  

So Ordered: 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/S2043 1 / I  



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

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

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 120471/01 

RUDOLPH BIBOW NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

717 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 

New York, New 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10003 New York, New York I0022 

F \ L E Q  - 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitrer 

US-ACTIVE-106491647.1 

- .I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM J. CAPEK 
-5 I 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: p. ED/+ ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

r”7 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM 1. CAPEK and MARGARET A. : NYCAL 
CAPEK, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 
: (Flon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 120399-01 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

X ---________---__________1_111__1_1______---~-"~~~~~~------------~ 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 1 0 0 2 2 - 6 8 b ~ f l  

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM J. CAPEK 120399/0 D04515'02 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

201 1 

*(  yunlnrp"- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 1 1  %, 

I> ~ Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, I 

t 

AUG 1 5 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NICHOLAS FERRAN DI NO 
Index N P Z >  
100618 02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: c.(.v-1 12011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

A- 
( , A  

Julie LJMer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp, 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 



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

JY CLERK'S OFFICE 
&WP Y W  

I 

r-# 

JUL 2 5  2011 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NICHOLAS FERRANDINO 
Index N /---- . 120429/06 
I 006 I 8/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 4 4  ,2011 

*A, -#+=;. 

4\k+> Weitz & Luxenberg 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway - 7th floor '%! 

Julie L. der 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

f F L E D : : .  
SO ORDERED, 

&lG 1 5 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
-0622102 

LISA A. ZUYUS as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of CHARLES M. DALY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, N 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.- 

This Document Relates To: 

NICHOLAS FERRANDINO, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 120429-01 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ " " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " - ~ ~ - ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

K&L GATES LLP w w  
Attorneys for Defendant 

CRANE 599 Lexington co. Avenue L E D , :  
AUG 1 5  2011 

C@JHTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h x y  Kl& Heitler 

JUL 25 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X ................................................................. 

LISA A. ZUYUS, as Personal Representative for : NYCAL 
the Estate of CHARLES M. DALY, : 1.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(sj, 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlerj 

: Index No. 120429-01 
-against- 

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

Defendants. 

X _________-_-----___-_________l__l_____r_-------------------"-"--" 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

K ' -  n Alford Kneis, Esl 
GATES LLP 

for Defendant 
OFFICE 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 599 Lexington Avenue u ~ i y  CLERKS 
(212) 558-5500 r l  . New York, NY 10022-60% YOBK 

4212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUL 25 2011 
J 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LISA A. ZUYUS as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of CHARLES M. DALY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

jismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

xejudice 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 

irejudice and without costs. 

3ATED: &[-Y ,2011 

e&., $p 
"I *1 

'Veitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

;O ORDERED, 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

i 
NY 

M 
PLq 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LISA A. ZUYUS as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of CHARLES M. DALY, 

Index No. 100622/02 
( ‘ f 2 0 4 2 M  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

I :  
SO ORDERED, I . AU6 1 5  281? 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFF!= 
NEW YORK 

JUL 2 5  2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _---____________________I_I_____________---~----------------------~----- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler , J .) ___I_____--------_________________I_____-----------------~~------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

120429/01 
CHARLES M. DALY (Deceased) a 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO ----__________-_---I---------------------------------------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
iJ 5 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
FRANK ORTIZ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

AUG 1 5  2011 

M E S  EDWARDS NEV 
~ M U T Y ,  DEMERS & MCMANUS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 120430/01 

RICHARD J. BARTOLOMUCCI 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

717 ,2011 

1 - * -  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York. New York 10022 

ph 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration ph 

w York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

GL#s 0mcE 
GQuN<Ew YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 08440827.1 

1JUL 25  2011 



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

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL J. AMATO 

I 

I ,  

Index No: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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 321 2, 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 I 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

201 1 7/7 ' 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

't 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitley 

US-ACTIVE-106440822 1 

"l. 252011 



NICHOLAS FERRANDINO 
4 2 0 4 2 9 / 0 9  

1006 18/02 

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 there to, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FICE 
FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

‘< ]Attorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD J. BARTOLOMUCCI 

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

Index No: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 L 2011 

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

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1064Bl522.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNV OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CC 
ASBESTOS LIT1 G 

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

m I ,3N 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 120430/01 

MICHAEL J. AMATQ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 I2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 

New York, New 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

York 10003 New York, New 
(212) 521-5400 

I 
Hon. Sherry Y. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 W91465.1 



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

- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH D. FESTA 

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

Index No: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 12011 

7a&kK7- MITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

(2 12) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

CLERKS OFFICE 

US-ACTIVE-10648201 9.1 



RICHARD BARTOLOMUCCI and MARY 
BARTOLOMUCCI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

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

Index No.: 120430-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMlMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC,, flkla 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., 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 

T U N E  US INC., fWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby I .~. dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

i t 5 20P1 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT10 N 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 120430/01 

JOSEPH D. FESTA 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

Judi . Yavitz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff -+----- Attorneys REE MITH, for Dana LLP. Companies, LLC, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York I0022 
(212) 521-5400 - an l l  

ph 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106441 578.1 JUL 25 2011 



WHEFWFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, fAda BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

+ r  I " 

Frank Ortiz 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

"- 

,::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 1 / I  



WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New Y rk, New York 
7p1 ,2011 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helgn Antoniou McGowm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

A 

I61 5 102-1 



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

PAT IACOBELLI AND LENA IACOBELLI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

INDEX NO= 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEERF, & 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 DEEW & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
u % ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Deere & Company 

Schiff Hardin LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10 103 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 753-5000 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albert on, New York 
&3 , 2011 

~ A*..,* B*2* 
% *  ‘ ( m  

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ? w w  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Q 

!, FHMUTY, DEMERS & M ~ M A N U S  
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



536 .09774 /AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

EDWARD W. SWANSON, 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry :lein zitler) 

Index No. : 12 m 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMF,NT MOTION 
ANTI ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 
- * * - A  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

i ,; * *: 11 11 

& FLINN 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ""%, \ 
qttorneys for Plaintiff \bbb 

700 Broadway Attorneys fo r  Defendant, 
New York, N e w  Y o r k  10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

over, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

EDWARD W. SWANSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ' 

Dated: New York, New York 
2 13 ,2011 

.,<*\*wl+;*:- 
\*b I ,  Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. %- 

Frank Ox?%, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 
rclc 

oniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

D 
AUG 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

I 61 5 102-1 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARGARET VOSBURGH, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of WALTER S. VOSBURGH and 
MARGARET VOSBURGH, Individually, 

Index No.: 120432-01 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., €‘Wa 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 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., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/# f i  Q’L 
eith 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 0873 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable KYHeitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WALTER VOSBURGH 

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

Index No: 120432/01 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 100 
ph 

(2 12) 52 I -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Weitler 

US-ACTIVE-106486107.1 



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

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK C. PERRY 

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

Index No: 120432/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 1 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7h , 201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 n 

n 
Juditd A. Yavitz, Esq. 
REECVSMITH, LLP: 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, Zth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

4 SO ORDERED, 

.I -.- 

US-ACTIVE-1 06492204. I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

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

Index No: 120432/01 

JAMES R. FLEMING 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7 /7 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York 10 
(2 12) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 06441 812.1 JUL 25  2011 



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

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

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 120432/01 

WALTER VOSBURGH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Judith A. Yavitz, Esq. 
RE€ &IT,, LLP. 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

Hon. Sher-. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-I 08492275.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK C. PERRY 

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

Index No: 120432/01 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7h 12011 

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

formerly known as Dana 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 521-5400 

AUG \ 5 20’’ 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106486535.1 JUL 25 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES R. FLEMING 

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

Index No: 120432/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 12011 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I 2) 558-5500 

A 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06492042.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EROTIDO LARRINAGA 

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

Index No: 120433/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, I 

l hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 
and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

17 , 2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 

formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York 1 

ph 

O F 2 I  t E Q 

1 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 06442340.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

' NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlerj 
I.A.S. Part 30 GEORGE T. BIRNE and ANETTE BIRNE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

: Index NO. 120433-01 -against- 

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

. ,  3 Defendants. : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDEK 

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, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(sj 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 ork, NY 1 0 0 2 2 - 6 w  ~ O R K  

599 Lexington Avenue N*ry CLERKS OFFICE 

36-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

So Ordered: 

F I L E D  

Janine E rown 
Attorne P for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

flWa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(2 12) 238-4800 

AUG 052011 



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

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

AS B ESTOS L IT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 120433/01 

EROTIDO LARRINAGA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1/7 ,2011 

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

* Judi A. Yavitz, Esq. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, FWE Q 

US-ACTIVE-1 064921 07.1 



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

NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 
IndexNo.: 124198/0 ; 1 433/01 a 

GEORGE T. BIRNE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and'without costs, 

Dated: N e w Y r r  New York 
, 201 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

I 

1 

SO ORDERED, COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 
I 6 15 102-1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE T. BIRNE 
41 98/01 /- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 3  , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

for Defend ant 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED] 

Hauppauge, 

AUG 9 5 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF- 
NEW Y W K  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE T. BIRNE 
-8101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

I! 7-M e11 bc *": 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg *,": 
"-., . Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

% // 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hiahwav 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, 

JUL 2 5 263 



GEORGE T. BIRNE (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests suininary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

compIaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. UTY, DEMERS & M 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

ertion, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 fl NG 05 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE T. BIRNE 

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 witti prejudice 

and without costs. 

IATED: ,2011 

.I -:L 
A 
>kp3.y- 

4 '  
?. 

. *, 
lttorneys for Plaintiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY I0003 

j0 ORDERED, 

Attorneh for Defendant 
BMCE fnc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

r 



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

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

i Index No. 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

VINCENT COSTA and LUCY COSTA, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S. MC., et al. ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

! 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., (incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

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

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
5, 27 2011 kmu 

Steven Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGW & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 '' Floor 
New York, New York I0005 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 
! 

SO ORDERED, 
A'JG 1 s  Z O H  

1863-20187 

4830-7401-8312 1 



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

VINCENT COSTA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 
~ 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 'A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne+m& New York 
,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS BE STOS LI TI GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

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

Index No: 120471/01 

RUDOLPH BIBOW 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

ph 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I E440845 1 



This Document Relates To: 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 120575/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

N C ,  f/Wa BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4.1 I( ' I  

i r  F I L E D  
, L  

1 -  

. =  

AUE 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

- 
Janine .Brown 
Attornzs for Defen Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
21 2-558-5500 

flWa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

_- 

.: .ODMA/PCDOCS/D0CSNY/52043 I / I  



BERTRAND LINDSEY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 120575101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, MC., hereby 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

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

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

TRANE US INC., 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., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

C 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Applies to: 

BERTRAND E. LINDSAY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

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

Index No. 120575/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
June 27,201 1 

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

SO ORDERED: 



BEATRICE SCHIAVO, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JAMES SCHIAVO, and BEATRICE 
SCHIAVO, Individually, 

Index No.: 120582-01 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and $. INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al. 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

.* 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE 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 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 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

4 O'L- 
Keith O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New 
(732) 528-8888 

i 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



This Document Relates To: 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 120583/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

WC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

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

So Ordered: 

~s OFFICE 
LANDMAN A CORSI B A L L A I W P ~ ~ ~  IC* 

Janine E. &-own 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271 -0079 
(212) 238-4800 

.::ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/S2043 1 / I  



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

THOMAS SHEEHAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

s u m m q  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water ' 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

oy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I61 5 102-1 



536 .07708 /AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherr; 
This document relates to: 

KI in Heitler) 

THOMAS SHEEHAN, 

Plaintiff, 

: Index No.: 

: (May 2011 
vs . : Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants . : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition t h e r e t o .  

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  

FRANK M. ORTIZ , ESQ. -.;;c*”S;”~ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG “*.;‘:I 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  

GARRITY , GkAHAM , MURPHY , GAROFALO 

United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

so ORDERED I 

0 .  Box 4 3 8  



BOIANO, ANTHONY (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

i 
I 

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 
I 

complaint against defendant, TJSHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

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

ES EDWARDS 
HMUTY , DEMERS & McMANUS f ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I. U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

F 
r AUr, 4 '": ? " ? I  

16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



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

FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulv 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

E D  
SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCE 
NEW YORK 

1 6 I 5 102-1 

JUL 252011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE MASTROMANO as Administratix for the Estate of el*& 
ROBERT ClRO MASTROMANO, and ROSE 
MASTROMANO, Individually 

lnde 0. IO6035102 

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. 

r Juli L. er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

DATED: kl(zc( ,2011 
a i  

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE MASTROMANO as Administratix for the Estate of e 
ROBERT ClRO MASTROMANO, and ROSE 
MASTROMANO , Individually 

lnde 06035/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

'<**-. I* *T"" Attorneys for Plaintiff -< -.. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. i b r  
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE MASTROMANO as Administratix for the Estate of 
ROBERT ClRO MASTROMANO, and ROSE 
MASTROMANO, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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: ,2011 i 

Julie L. Mf 
Attorneys or Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 

SOORDERED, e 
Hon. Sherry I r e k  Heitler 

I I C  

COUNJY CLERKS OFF'KF 
NEW YORK 

I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEAN B. TOWELL as Administratrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL and JEAN B. TOWELL, 
Individually, 

Index No. I 

@Ezg 
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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

AUG I-: Y!l! 

Y 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEAN 6. TOWELL as Administratrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL and JEAN B. TOWELL, 
Individually, 

Index No. 1060 

f ? 5 e Q  

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: p x  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

w Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEAN B. TOWELL as Administratrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL and JEAN B. TOWELL, 
Individually , 

Index No. 106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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: , cp!-3 ,2011 a Attorneys for Defendant 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

AUG 1 5  2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Wl&’4T’f CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



ROBERT CIRO MASTROMANO (Deceased) 

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

121004/ a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York F I L E D  

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

‘-JAttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ROBERT CIRO MASTROMANO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New93frli, New York 
,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

u McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Compan 
SS Pine Street, 24 Floor 3: 

E D  

SO ORDERED, 

1615102-1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X _____________________-__-_________________-___-___-___-___-_-__-- 

JEAN B. TOWELL, as Administratrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL, and JEAN : I.A.S. Part 30 
B. TOWELL, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s) , : Index No. 12 1004-01 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITLON SUMMARY 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: 71 Id 6 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. &&*A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C\t; 
Attorneys for PI ai nti ff( s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 
AUG \ 5 ZO'' 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2s  2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROSE MASTROMANO, as Administratrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of ROBERT CIRO MASTROMANO, and : I.A.S. Part 30 
ROSE MASTROMANO, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No. 12 1004-01 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
X 1"__"_______________-----------------------~--~--"--------"------ 

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Kir en Alford Kneis, Esq 
K k GATESLLP 

r 

ktorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 1 !; 2011 . .- 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
York, NY 1 0 0 2 2 - 6 @ & ) ~ ~  CLEETd'C' OFFICE 

NEW YUHK 53 6-3 900 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUL 25 2011 



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. 108535/02 

KATHLEEN OWENS, as Executrix for the Estate of (q-2-w 
JOHN OWENS, and KATHLEEN OWENS, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LtTlGATlON 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHLEEN OWENS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN OWENS, and KATHLEEN OWENS, Individually 

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, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:,L ce/w ,2011 

%",..W -a 
Attorneys for Plaintiff -%,"a Weitz & Luxenberg +%& 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. M 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial 
Hauppauge, NY 1 F8 D 

BUG B 5 2011 
SO ORDERE w l y  CLERKS QFFK 

NEW YQRK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHLEEN OWENS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN OWENS, and KATHLEEN OWENS, 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. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, NY 1 

JUL 

D 1788 

F \  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
X _________________________________________-_______--_----_--_--_-- 

KATHLEEN OWENS, as Executrix for the Estate : NYCAL 
of JOHN OWENS, and KATHLEEN OWENS, : I.A.S. Part 30 
Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No. 121099-01 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. & S.,  TNC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X __llr______________r_______________________--______-_____-____--_ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

#JG f 5 2Gj1 
CLERKS OFFICE 

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

599 Lexington Avenue mNnWw yORK 
New York, N Y  10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

JUL 25 2011 

SO ORDERED, 



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

JOHN J. OWENS 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York ?f, ,2011 
Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

a 

E 

New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

161 5 102-1 



5 3 6 . 1 0 5 6 9 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherr] 
This document relates to: 2 in Heitler) \ 

----- 
: Index No.: (121099/03 

JOHN J. OWENS, Deceased, 108535 /02  

Plaintiff, : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plain & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. g $,- 
P 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ( /AHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

v Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



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

KATHLEEN OWENS, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN OWENS, AND 
KATHLEEN OWENS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

INDEX N , 121099- Q 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a - ,  w 2011 

Attorneys for 
Frank Ortiz 

: fnr n e  ndant Deere & Company t 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10103 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERE 
E D  
2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFiCE 
NEW YORK 



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-I--------------------------- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 121118/01 
Natale V. Grill0 and Frances Grillo, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
R.C. & S .  , Inc., et al. , MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-x . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimz 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C .  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
N a t a l e  V. Grill0 and Frances M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
Grill0 Inc .  
7 0 0  Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
NO.: 10924-1096 

S o  Ordered: 



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

NATALE V. GRILL0 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N$w f02 New York 
,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hele'n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUL 252019 



This Document Relates To: 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 121 118/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Ma BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL COW., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

AuG 1 'j 2011 ++ 
-LE~,Ks OFFICE 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAWV% RK 

Y 

Janine @rown 
Attorneys for Defendant 

W 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMA/PCDOCSIDOCSNY/52043 111 



cr 

SUPREME COURTOF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NATALE V. GRILL0 and FRANCIS GRILLO, Index No.: 121118-01 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendants. 

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, TRANE US WC., fllda 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, PIC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

ru% Q'L 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 700 Broadway 

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

2430 Route 34 

(732) 528-8888 

AUG 1 5  2011 3 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



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

SIDNEY SMOLLER and HARRIET 
SMOLLER, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 121132-01 

Plaintiffls), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
X ff____ll_l-------------------I---l------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

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

CRANE co. 1 5  Zf3” 
599 Lexington Avenue . 

New York, NY 10022-603&uN~  CLERK^ oFF’CE 
NEW .(OM 

SO ORDERED, 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

‘JUL 252011 



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

iou McGowm, Esq. cou~fl 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

LERKS yoRIc o m e  

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 1 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL moll 

16 I 5 102-1 



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

~ .. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SIDNEY SMOLLER and HARRIET SMOLLER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A, Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

COUN~\( CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SIDNEY SMOLLER and HARRIET SMOLLER 

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: h L? 1S-q ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer b 
Attorneys for efendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, - AUG 1 5  2Ol1 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler C O ~ ~ n  CLERKs 
NEW yoRK 

JUL 25 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

IndexNo. a 211 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SIDNEY SMOLLER and HARRIET SMOLLER I 1  1224/01 

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: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie L. Me/ 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  

QOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 



This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL COW., 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Ua BECHTEL COW., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

? \ 2 f l \ '  

.C 

Frank Ortiz 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

AUG ! 5 2011 

Janine f i r o w n  v -  

Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/k/a BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(2 12) 23 8-4800 

.: :ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 1 / I  



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD F. MARTENS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J .) 
Index No: 121426/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York New York 10022 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 1 5  2”’ 

US-ACTIVE-106492130.1 

JUL 25 2011 



This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Albert Cotento ORDER 
_____________I_____-_________r_______l___------------------"------- X 

Index No.: 121539/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1Lr  I \ \  

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

W 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

f/k/a BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 102 

12) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

, : :ODMA/PCDOC$/DOCSNY/52043 1 / 1 AUG 052011 



This Document Relates To: 

ALBERT CONTENTO, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 12 1539-0 I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

AVO, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants . 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, MC., 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 MC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same ~ y EEsVd with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: I \ [ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

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 
(732) 528-8888 



536.07699/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein H 
This document relates to: 

WILLIAM H .  WHARRY, JR., 
: Index No.: 

it1 

: (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUD-NT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t n e  

same are hereby dismissed wi th pr 

FIEANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. *.i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle R o c k  Avenue, Suite 350 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

New York, New York 10005 

WILLIAM H. WHARRY JR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewqYr: New York 
, 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hilen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

j c '  

'JUL 25 2011 - .  

AUG 1 5  2011 4 
SO ORDERED, 

QQU~JI-Y CLERKS om= 
NEW YORK 

1615 102-1 



-against- 
: Index No. 121547-01 

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

Defendants. 
X ________________________1_1111__1_1_____------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. 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 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. 

Kirsten Alford Kneis, Esq. 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant ~ ~ 

599 Lexington Avenue 

:r $2 $) 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 ~ 1 5 ;  *I" 

i .:wv*I 700 Broadway CRANE CO. \ j. :'r 
L 

ch '1 
tc oFF\cE 

fi c;LEBt.cJ 
GOUN NeuYoBK SO ORDEKED, 



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

' NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 3o EDWARD J. BANG, as Executor for the Estate of 

FREDERICK E. BANG, (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. 121732-01 Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 
X l_""l__r____r-r____---------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintifps complaiht 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. 

GATES LLP 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. WNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue NEW YQRK 

New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre+judice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 05 2011 



EDWARD J. BANG, as Executor for the Estate of : Index No. 121732/01 
FREDERICK E. BANG, 

Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A. C. & S . ,  INC., gt d. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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 L 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 AWG* 15  2011 :' 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

By: 

h 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



536.10168/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

FREDERICK E. BANG, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

rry Klein Heitler) 

121732/01 

Plaintiff, 
(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 

: Group) 

VS . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
et al., : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims ar!d 

crossclaims against defendant, U n i  

same are hereby dismissed with pr 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

. ted Convevor CorDoration, be and the 
1 

_ .  

*ejudice and witho 

GARRITY, /GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
41711 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Xnc. 
I 

hereby requests smmary 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 a l l  co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

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

disrnissed'with prejudice and Without costs. 

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

+\.L 
Timothy M c C m ,  Esq. 
R I C H d  W. BABINECZ, ESQ. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

5-4070-02 



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

EDWARD J. BANG AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF FREDERICK E. BANG, 

INDEX NO, 121732-01 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. I 
WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F I L E D  : b  I 

without costs. 

! i ‘  
7 :  

Dated: New York, New York AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

dant Deere & Company 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10 103 
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 753-5000 

SO ORDERED: 



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

JOHN FIELD (Deceased) 

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

100769/03 
122295/0 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

\ 5 

ERKS 0- 
GOuN?;; .(ow 

FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

MERS & McMANUS 

rtson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

05 2011 

SO ORDERED, 



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

JOHN FIELD NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
NewYork,NewYork 10005 I I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleinhdeitler 

161 5 102-1 JUL 25 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALBERT V. WELISCHAR and LINDA WELISCHAR 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: ln(Lq ,2011 

Julie L. M 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge . NY I 1788 

JUL 25  2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALBERT V. WELISCHAR and LINDA WELISCHAR 

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. 

4’/2 q” ,201 I DATED: -’, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFEa 
NEW YORK 

JUL 2 5 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALBERT V. WELISCHAR and LINDA WELISCHAR 
Index No. 11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Julie d Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY IO003 

JUL 25 2011 



ALBERT V. WELISCHAR (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

+c-xg2 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

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 pre.judice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

CE 

MES EDWARDS 
MUTY, DEMERS & McM 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs -' Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



LINDA WELISCHAR, as Administratrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of ALBERT V. WELISCHAR, and LINDA 
WELISCHAR, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No. 121823-01 

-against- 

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

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X --____-__--_------__------------------------------”-------------- 

WHEREFORE7 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, 
* I  

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, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue AUG 1 5  201 

D ; :  I .  

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030 
12) 536-3900 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

‘JHP 25 2011 



BUTLER, CARLTON C. (Deceased) 121 862/0 1 0 
WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 
I 
~ 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Success0 

Interest to TISHMAN REALT 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. WiIlets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



536.10337/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

CHARLES F. RAMA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

YORK 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherr! Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : lO&E3- / /  0 2"> 
4 2 1 3 8 w  

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SuMMaRY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without s P 

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

7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  



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

X 

NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER et al., Index No. 

Plaintiff(s), 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER -aka i nst - 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler Corporation”) 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J k l y  J 7,J 0 4 

Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for Foster Wh 
Three Gateway Center, 1 
Newark, NJ 07102 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plointgfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

E&L E 0 
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 05 2011 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



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

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 102769/02; 

_.___"______________-"~~--------------~---------..~----------~------ 

This Document Relates to: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

JOHN E. BEHAN 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0, Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 F I L  

4, ,*" yg1  

NEW YoRK 

AUG - 
couun GLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED, 

3uc 25 201lr 
I 61 5 I 02-1 



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

ZN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x >  "_ -_ l - "_____ l__"_____- - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - " - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Eugene D. Steinhauer 

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

Index No: 102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

I 

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

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

Dated: NewY rk, N w York * 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 1 L, ;:TI 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

4621714.1 



CHARLES F. RAMA 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests sumnary 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, a11 claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



JOHN E. BEHAN (Deceased) 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

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 CORPORATJON, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 1 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, N Y  10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

507 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER et al., 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against- 

Index No. 32733-2.QD2, 
2138-2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

GENERAL ELEORIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&/y 37, dol /  

Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12fh Floor 

Attorneys for Pluintgfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 \ 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

SO ORDERED, 



From: FAXmaker To: Helen Antoniou McGowan Esq Page: 314 Date: 7/21/2011 12:15:25 PM 

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

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

PirHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiB's complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

agaiml &€endmi A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P. C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

t 5 2011 . 

s OFFICE 
RK 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant k 0. Smith Water 
Produds Compan 3: 
88 Pine Stred, 24 Floor 
New York, New Yark 10005 

1615102-1 

This fax was sent with EFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

! NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 
f/,+ ,2011 

- - . ___ - - - x . -  

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, I L E D  
1122-4254 !'F 1 5 2011 

(N0069730-1) 

r i i CLERKS OFFICE 
NE'a YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 
LA.% Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o G 3 a  
102733/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 
7120 ,2011 

. --  

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 

700 Broadway 

\ E D York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-O894AM 

(N0069467-1) 



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

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

i Index N o e l Z d  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, 

Plaintiffs, 

I02733/02 

j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary I 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/13 ,2011 

. .e-.. -- 
- m z  --7zL&&.& 

Ke nk, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
WEIT2 &L LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

.*; GOUN-yNEfl YO* 
454-3587AM 

{NO069461 - 1 )  



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

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) I Index f i i r$02733/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?/I6 ) 2011 

_----- ~~~-~~ -7=d?i& . .. 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUEER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

% 
\ L E D  * ’  

(2 12) 509-3456 
huG \ 5 m‘ +. 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-3777 



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

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

1 Index N G  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, 

Plaintiffs, 

102733/02 

! NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing i 
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 -7Js' ,2011 

-- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
WErTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 \LED 91: 

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

AUG \ '"' (212) 509-3456 

O@% 
q GL€WS @JH7 New 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-24974AM 

(NO042 173-1 ] 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer L Page: 3 3  Date: 7/21/2011 12:13:44 PM 

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

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 122138/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

S T E m U E R ,  EUGENE, MOTION 
Plaintiff(S), 

- against - 

WEE,-MCLAN COMPANY, INC., et al., 

De fmdant s . 

WHEREFOFkE, Defendant WEE-MCLAIN COMPANY, XNC., hereinafter (“wI3E- 

MCLAJN’) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Prac-tice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs cwmpl#int against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Defendant, Weil-McUn be and t he  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated 71 2 I ,2011 
New Yoxk, New York 

J & SEGAL * erL. McCAMBRIDGE Budn r, sq 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD, Attorney for the PlaintifFs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New Yo& NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850WAvenue,  Suite 110 

SO ORDERED, 
Gaul; \‘{ GLLRK 

N@hl 

AUG 05  2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


I 
I 

A.C. & S.,  INC., el al., NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER I 

Defendants, 
X ................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. 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 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. 

Kirs n Alford Kneis, Esq. -3 Attorneys GATES for Defendant LLP 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022-60 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 T\LEQ 

(212) 536-3900 
psIG 1'5 

5 OFWE 
CLERK * COUNTYNE" YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

CATHERINE TANTILLO, as Executrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of JOHN E. BEHAN, and CATHERINE : I.A.S. Part30 
BEHAN, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No, 122138-01 

-against- 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. 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 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, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. . - -  
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue GLERKs OFF\~€ 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 1 OO&@jfU$Eu yof i~  

6-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry K1ei;Heitler 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO AND MARY 
INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Index N o s  

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

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishnmn Liquidating Coi-p., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

C" ~~4~~ w 
Michele J .  Mittlernari, Esq. 
Attorriev for Defendant 
Ti sh m an L i q u ida ti iig Corp. 
MCGIVNLY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph Intrabartolo and Mary Intrabartolo 
WElTZ & LUXhNBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E  
AUG 1 5  2011 (21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, C O I J N ~  CLERK'S OFflCE 
NEW YORK 

(N0072355-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO AND MARY 
INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

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

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

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

Index No.: 108 & 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/- %a ,2011 

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

Joseph Intrabartolo and Mary lntrabartolo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 700 Broadway T 
D e  i 

t i (212) 509-3456 

AUG t 5 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

f b- 
SO ORDERED, L p.- " 

i 

454-3586W - MEW YORK 



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

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

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH INTFLABARTOLO AND MARY 
INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. ! 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-+/ / q , 201 1 

I t I  

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

SO ORDERED, 

(N0072236-1} 



IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Kenneth H. Heller 

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

Index No: 1 O & k 5 7 i / ~ \  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New York, New Yark 
- l \ \ \ \ \ /  

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

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Str 

Our File No. 053 
New York, New 

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

AU6 I s 2Q11 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW VORK 

AUG 652011 
4637656.1 

i l  



536.10335/AJM 
SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

I N  RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherrl  
This document relates to: 

Klein Heitler) 

WILLIAM J. DOWD, 

P l a i n t i f f ,  

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corpdration, hereby 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition there to .  

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

WEITZ & LU 
Attorneys for Plain 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I  
AGG 1 5  2011 

- - r  " ,  
& FLINN 
AttorEeys tor LIerenaanr, 

. .._ L 2 _- 7 0 0  Broadway - 
N e w  York, New York 10003 United Con7 

SO ORDERED, 

Jeyor corporaLlwr1 
Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

4T'anover, New Jersey 07936 

Honorable S h m y  E 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LIT1 GA TI ON 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOClJMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH H. HELLER AND MARY HELLER, j 

Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. I 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%rh s ,2011 

Kenneth H. Heller and Mary H 
WElTZ & LUXEN13ERG, P.C. bbm ‘I: 

\ 3  

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 jyJ,̂ j ?, i 2 8 1  1 ’ 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
C O U N ~  CLERKS OmCE 

SO ORDERED, NEW YoRK 

(N0072358-1) 



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

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

; Index No.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH H. HELLER AND MARY HELLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J IJDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., el ul., j MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. j 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,201 1 / b W J b  

w 
Michele J .  Mi’Etleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Coy.  
MCGJVNEY & K L U G ~ R ,  P.C. 

Kenneth 14. Meller and Mary Heller 
WEITZ & LLJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 #, \. 9. : 

< (  

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

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 :all 

C O ~ K  L\ , < i f S  ‘)TtCE 
NL N c ;t4 

(212) 509-3456 

2383-24941 S 

(N0072355-I } 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

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: 

KENNETH H. HELLER AND MARY HELLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

IndexNo.: 1 (-+- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
T o 1 7  s , 2011 

dq E .  K L b r n 8 * 6  J 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Kenneth H. Heller and Mary Heller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

d , F I L E D  New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5 2012 .I 

(NOO72382-I ) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH H. HELLER AND MARY HELLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-3Tkdb ,2011 

I 

" 

e h m  6"- F f h b - J  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kenneth 13. Heller and Mary Heller 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, '. AUG 1 5 2011 
1 

* 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 1122-9283 

(N0072236-1) 



536.16252/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: , 

ry Klein Heitler) 
n 

STEPHEN D. HALL, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

: Index No.: ( i 2 2 2 9 5 / d  
1 0 0 7 8 4 / 0 3  

: 
: Group) 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 2 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffls 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi 
r i  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaint 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 
.O.  OX 4 3 8  

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



This Document Relates to: 

STEPHEN D. HALL 
(42iEs 

100784/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(5 16) 294-5433 

AUG 0 5  20111 
SO ORDERED, 



+ 

STEPHEN D. HALL AND JOAN C. HALL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment I 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEEM & 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 DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York i 
5 2011 

couNn CLERKS OFF\@ 
NEW YQHfi 

ndant Deere & Company 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10 103 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDER 

3111.25 2011 



JOHN FIELD (Deceased) 

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 claiins and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

d 
' Y b'c't 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

S & McMANUS 

.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No.: 122295/01 

STEPHEN D. HALL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
?\ 7' ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

toniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

16 15 102-1 

JUL 25 2411 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MILLARD D. SHERLOCK 
Index No. 122391/01 

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. 

Y 

Attokeys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial H' h ay 

n Hauppauge, NY 1 1 7 F  L E D 

SO ORDERED, 
__. I-%-- 

COUNTY CLERK'S Of F 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MILLARD D. SHERLOCK 
Index No. 122391/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: h m l  2011 

Attheys fbr Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



5 3 6 . 0 7 7 0 0 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

LOUIS MONTELEONE, : Index NO. : 

vs . 
Plaintiff, 

rry Klein Heit1 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

r) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY J U D W N T  MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice t o  all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

/JEITZ & LUXENBERG 
rittorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
!Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, -- 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS MONTELEONE and IRENE MONTELEONE 
Index No/= 
I 1  1226101 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

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

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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: 5- 2 c{ ,2011 f i  I/? 
Atto eys for Plaintiff At t ofle y s for P I ai n t iff 
M t z  & Luxenberg 

New York, NY I O  
700 Broadway - Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
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: 

LOUIS MONTELEONE and IRENE MONTELEONE 
Index N o m  
11 1226/01 

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 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneis for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



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

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index NG2;& 
1 1 1226l0.1 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS MONTELEONE and IRENE MONTELEONE 

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: 6l-q ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppai 

. 



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

~ - [ A % U ~ Z /  , Esq. 
WEITZ & L XENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

BY 

NIXON PEABODY LLp NEW YORK 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

. ,  

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

13409973.1 

/" 



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

PETER DIMARTINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York 
3 ,2011 

Dated: 

h 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

gelen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

1615 102-1 



LOUIS MONTELEONE 

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

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY &L CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

AUO B 5 2051 

E 

HMUTY, DEMERS & Mc 
ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

94-5433 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



5 3 6 . 0 7 7 0 0 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I A S  PART 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

3 0  
e Lierry K l e i n  Heitler) 

e 2 2 5 3 w  
PETER DI MaRTINO, 

Plaintiff, 

: Index No.: I& 

: (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
VS . : Group) 

lTNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
2t al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, h reby 

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

l i v i l  Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

xejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpo e 

:ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 

AUE 5 2021 

‘RANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. ‘by,’ ’ 

‘EITZ 6r LUXENBERG 
ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 
. O .  Box 438 

SO ORDERED, 



PETER DIMARTINO and PHYLLIS 
t) IM A RI'lN 0, 

Plaint iff( s) , 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

* Index No. 122530-01 

-against- 

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

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 sal 

Dated: .,! lL\\  \\ 
N w  ork, ew York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) \z 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ne are hereby , dismissed with prejudice and with 

n Alford Kneis, Esq. 
GATES LLP 

for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

aut costs. 

LE 
(212) 558-5500 

SOORDERED, 

New York, NY 10022-6030 COUNn CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK (212) 536-3900 

Hon. Sherr! KleYn Heitler JUL 25  2011 



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

JOSEPH J. KENNINGTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
7 P? ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hklen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor , 

New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein HMler 

COUNTY CLERIC'S OFFEE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 252011 
1615 102-1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

AUG 1 5  2011 

+ I Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

s4; --- 
ES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No- 
11 1226/01 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH J. KENNINGTON and MARY KENNINGTON 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A, Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Qi, 
DATED: t p o  , 201 1 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K M  Heitler 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

G@.WMi?:Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
mEW Y W  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH J. KENNINGTON and MARY KENNINGTON 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

DATED: A, 201 I 

Weitz & Luxenberg * Y y - ? +  
700 Broadway - 7th floor "*." 

New York, NY 10003 

k Attorneys Julie L. er for Defend ant 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highwa 
Hauppauge, NY 11 

kq  s 5 2011 < Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler y CLERK'S OFW 
m y -  

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 J. KENNINGTON and MARY KENNINGTON 
Index No.@&& 
11 1226/01 

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. 

DATED: GI.-.( ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

k\ ' 

SO ORDERED, 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

JUL 2 5 2011 

I 
I 
! 

m 



JOSEPH J. KENNINGTON and MARY 
KENNINGTON, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintifqs), 

A.C. and 

-against- 

,, INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 122540-01 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 7 \ * 1 I \  

York, New York &k&L h 

Angela Ihbiglio, Esq 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 
CRANE 599 Lexington co. Avenue F I L E D  

AUG 15  2''' New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 )  3 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

* 
Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

16 15 102-1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLORIA BALESTRA, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
NICHOLAS J. BALESTRA, 

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

i Index No.: 122704/01 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary i 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%ly 5 ,2011 

-/--2LJ sc C,  Pr2krn-J 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Nicholas J. Balestra 
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 

a (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 5  21111 4 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

2383-24861 

{ NO0723 5 5- I } 



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

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

j Index No.: 122704/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GLORIA BALESTRA, INDIVIDUALLY AND j 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
NICHOLAS J. BALESTRA, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%,*/ab ,2011 

II 

&31/\ 
Michele J .  Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

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

Tpj, &. f i b  hmmd 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Nicholas J. Balestra 

700 Broadway 
New York, ~ e w  York 100 

~~4~~ 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E D 
' AUG 1 5  2011 .I . 

i 

f l  (2 12) 509-3456 
-i 

- 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFEE 
NEW YORK 

I 
SO ORDERED, 

1235-19875 

(N0072358-1} 

3Ut 2 5 2011 



dfc:CC(jpk) 
' 41711 1 

Our File No 
S-4 1 16-02 

NICHOLAS BALESTRA 

INDEX NO. 
122704/0 1 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY UEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITlON SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Mison Company of New York, he.  

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

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

Campany of New York, hc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. 

Attorney far Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 I r v i g  Place 

AUG 1 5  2011 



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

Index No: 122704/01 

Nicholas J. Balestra 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
-I\ A 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 
150 East 42"d Street 
New Yark, New York 10017 2: 

N o . 0 5 3 3 T r l ~  E D ,~ \ 
, L  

AUG 1 5  2011 - SO ORDERED, 

~ N T Y  CLERKS 
NEW YORK 

4637538.1 



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

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

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122792/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

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

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

Dated: NewY rk, wYork * 
Julie R. Eva&, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 

F I L E D  1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CL€RKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG Q62011 

4637628.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

j Index No.: 122792/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CRAIG PASCOE, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
THOMAS PASCOE, AND RITA PASCOE, 
INDIVIDUALLY, j NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, 1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND OIiDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

+ ,! 

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

SO ORDERED, 4.6 15  2011 ; 
... - wwyopjy$ 

1122-15806 -n C&$#p! 

{N0072236-1} 



i 

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

-IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CRAIG PASCOE, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
THOMAS PASCOE, AND RITA PASCOE, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No,: 122792/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$ 3  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 

Estate of Thomas Pascoe 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. E D 
700 Broadway "1 

AUG 1 5  2011 I 

-J-Y CLERK'S om= 

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

NEW YOW SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 454-3997 

(N0072382-1) 

JUL 25  21111 



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

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

j Index No.: 122792/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CRAIG PASCOE, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
THOMAS PASCOE, AND RITA PASCOE, 
INDIVIDUALLY, i NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
21 14’ ,2011 

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

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sw K l X  Heitler 1235-15195 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5 2011 

W T Y  CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(N0072358-1} 



Louis D. Arieno 

" I -  - 

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

Index No: 123041/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
b\.% I\, 

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 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

AUG 1 5  2U11 SO ORDERED, 
* .  

COUNTY CLERK'S OlWCE 
NEW YORK 

4637533.1 



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.) 

j Index No.: 123041/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROY A. ALTERMAN, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LOUIS D. ARIENO, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&lC;Zk . ,2011 

<bm 6. M l b h l n C h d  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Louis D. Arieno 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ! F I L E D  
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. + 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 t 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Snerry J 

1 I ! AUG 1 5  2Q11 1 AUG 1 5  2Q11 (212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 
I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-19776 

(N0072236-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 123041/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROY A. ALTERMAN, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LOUIS D. ARIENO, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
TbwL , 201 1 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 00 

Estate of Louis D. Arieno 
WEITZ, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 
C O U N ~  CLERK’S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
2383-25064 

(N0072355-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN DOHERTY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 123065/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 52 1-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106491 983.1 AUG 1 5  2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC, f/k/a BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

q\.f( ' t  

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, 
New York, New York 10003 
21 2-558-5500 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0 

:F IL  (212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: AUG 1 5  2011 

, : :ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSN Y/52043 1 / I  

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK 

AUG 05ZOll 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNlY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 123065/01 

JOHN DOHERTY 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

717 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

(21 2) 521 -5400 

AUG ? 5 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1OB441477.1 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. \@&=> 
I 11230/01 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Gertrude Kraljic, as Executrix for the Estate of Jerry 
Chierchia, and Joan Chierchia, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

iudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Drejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

3ATED: 2 27 ,2011 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans 
Hauppauge, 

$0 ORDERED, 
s 0mCE 

CLERK eHl;Eu YORK 

JUL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: I23078101 

JERRY CHlERCHlA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 10022 

Attorneys for Certain Teed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06491 835.1 

Hon. Sherry K. Hditler 

JU 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Datedbuew York, NY 

By: By: 
Samuel oldblatt, E 
Benjamin R. Dwyer sq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLE, 1 \ E 0 WEITZ & L d a N B E R G ,  P.C. - 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendantr \ 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaz&uc 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 

1 

SO ORDERED, 

N E  0 5  2011 
13409973 I 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 12307W01 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

?\V/\\  

LANDMAN CORSl BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

. 
v 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 1 

2 12-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor AUG 15 2011 
New York, New York 1027 

So Ordered: 

ODMNPCDOCSIDOCSNY/52043 I / l  



John A. Camboni 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 123131/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s M a  MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC, and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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. 

P 

A t t o w  for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for 

New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
a 

05 2011 
4639707.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL P A W 0  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 123182/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1064921 99.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL PALAUO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 123182/01 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7J7 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

formerly known as Dana 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York I O  
(2 I 2) 52 1-5400 

Q (21 2) 558-5500 

US-ACTIVE-106485980.1 

JUL 25 2011 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitlcr, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123182/01 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. flWa BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. t I t  F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

1 \a r I 

Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

,::ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 111 

I AUG 1 5  2011 1 :  

COUNTY CLERKS 0- 
NEW YORK 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Y A 
Janin&. Brawn 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

05 mi 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- . . - .- . I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PASQUALE VUOLO 11 1230/01 

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. 

7 Julie L.  Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  

AUG 1 5  2011 

W N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n ,  

Hefen Antoniou McGowm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

AuG zkr'i2 

. h -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

i 

161 5 102-1 JUI.  252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PASQUALE VUOLO 
Index No 231891 a 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: n t  

f l  Attorneys Julie L. Me for Defendant 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  to'' 

NEW yoRK 
CQ"Nn CLERKS OFF\CIZ 

JUL 25 20fl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PASQUALE VUOLO 
IndexN . 123189/ a 
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: G? lzpr ,2011 n J  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie L. M& 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PASQUALE VUOLO and CARMELA 
VUOLO, : NYCAL 

: 1,A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sheny Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

: Index No(s).: 123189-01 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
X _l___"l-----------_r__l_______l_________-"--------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, NY 10022-6030 MG 
700 Broadway CRANE co. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 5 zalz 

@UNfl NEU Y m K  

(212) 558-5500 
EF\K:; OFF\CE 

SO ORDERED, 

D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GREGORY SNEED, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
BRUCE D. SNEED, INDEX NO. 123225-01 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

c\-' without costs. 

z 
RUG \ 5  2Q'' Dated: New York, New York 

@KS omcG 
YOBK 

dant Deere & Company 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10 103 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: A 



1 !, 
c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X - - - - _ _ _ _ " I 1 c _ I _ _ - - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - c -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123225/01 

I WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly sMa MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1\ \2! \ \  
h 

W4t7 8 T,vxer?bsr,a, P.C 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

N e w Y o r k , N e w F l O K  2 12-490-3000 E D 4 '  ; 
Our File No.: 06 7.0 560 

15  2011 
SO ORDERE 

AUG 05 2011 

463972 I ,  1 



Bruce D. Sneed 

, -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- - x  

WHEREFORE, defendant Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiff's complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as successor to Felt Products 
Manufacturing Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

n 
Dated: New o k, New York 

4JW-  

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Products Manufacturing Company 

New Y 

CLERKS 
SO ORDERED, 

C0UrJTyNEW y0RK 

4639728.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X - - - _ - - l - _ _ - - - _ - r - - l _ _ l l l _ _ e l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123226/0 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as successor to Felt Products 
Manufacturing Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
171 11 

I 

Frank Ivl. Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 AuG 1: 2"3j sbestos Personal 

F \ L E D  

NT'( C\.ERKs OFF' 
NEWYO* 150 East 42"d Street 

New York, New York 10017 
File No. 11 120.00056 

AUG 052011 
SO ORDERED, 

4639699.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___________________________ll l_l_lr l_l l_- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

Richard J. Dietz and Catherine Dietz NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X l l _ l l l l l l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - " "  

WHEREFORE, defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, f/Wa ROCKBESTOS- 

SURPRENANT CABLE COW, s/h/a ROCKBESTOS, INC. (hereinafter RSCC WIRE & 

CABLE 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 RSCC 

WIRE & CABLE LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant RSCC WIRE & CABLE LLC, be and the s 

and without costs. 

b 

New York, New York 10003 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
File No.: 07696.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4639887.1 

F I L E D , !  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY 
X ___I___________________________l____l l__-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123275/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ l l _ - _ l l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - l l "  X 
This Document Relates To: 

Richard J. Dietz and Catherine Dietz NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AT&T COW. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant AT&T COW. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant AT&T CORP., be and the same are hereby 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway, 7th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10017 
File No.: 05175.00207 

4639812.1 AUG 05 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123299/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ l _ - - _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

Floyd C .  Richardson NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

ORDER 
MOTION AND I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, ew York * 
2zz$f?L7%& 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York. New York 10017- r 

4637628.1 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer A Page: 5/5 Date: 7/15/2011 3:42:11 PM 

* ' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
cowry OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i N Y C A L  

" .I i ('Heitler, J.) 
%.,.-*-*-.- ASBESTOS LITIGATION i J.A.S. Part30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 8 

F1,OYD C. RICHARDSON AND LINDA P. 
RICHARDS ON, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 123299/01 
I 

NO OPPOSITlON 
-against- 1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 32 1.2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
71 I? ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd C. Richardson and Linda P. Richardson 
WwrZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 - 

Hon. S m  

(N0072236-i 1 

(212) SdV-dJvY 

SO ORDERED, 
Heitler 

1122-16362 

JUL 2 5 2011 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com I 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 5/6 Date: 7/15/2011 3:47:04 PM 

SUPREiME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS I.,ITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

_---_ _--- ---̂ --__II-.-I._I 

FLOYD C. RICHARDSON AND LINDA P. 
MCHARDSON, 

PI ai nt iff’s, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J .) 
I.A.S. Part ..--I 30 

.I___.__ _IC 

Index No.: 123299/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Go., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pract,ice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Ca., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de€endants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York $ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd C. Richardson and Linda P. Richardson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Patterson Pump Co. 
McGItrNEY & ~ U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 w York 10003 

0 

F I L E D  
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 5  2011 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

454-3736 

NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 
(N0072382-1) 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer A Page: 415 Date: 7/15/201 I 3:42:11 PM 

WWEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being n.o opposition theret,o, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs I 

Dated: New $rf New York 
, 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd C. Richardson and Linda P. Richardson 
WEKZ & LUXENBERO, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGlvmY & Ki JJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ew York, New York 10003 

FILED' j  
1 5  2011 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 25 2011 
This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://w.gfi.eom 

http://w.gfi.eom


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

ALVIN SCHADE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 123415101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

F I L E D  

Braaten & Pascarella, L ~ U N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
Attorney for Defendant NEW YORK 

700 Broadway INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG OSzo1b , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RITA SCHADE, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of ALVIN J. SCHADE 

Index No. 123415/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 201 1 

O h i d &  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

doriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
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: 

RITA SCHADE, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of ALVIN J. SCHADE 

Index No. 123415/01 

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, 

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: ((1.3 2 ,2011 

d ’ ‘2 1 Noriel Sta. Maria 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
rl 

AUG 1 5  2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

a N r /  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RITA SCHADE, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of ALVIN J. SCHADE 

Index No. 123415/01 

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. 

DATED: 10-2  a ,2011 

crc El ,% 
Weitz & Luxenber 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

e 
Ndriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

D 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RITA SCHADE, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF ALVIN J. SCHADE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 123415/01 

j 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
-7y 6 ,2011 

(N0072358-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 123415/01 

ALVIN SCHADE, NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 7- /.r ,2011 
New York, New York 

C T G G  % 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant I I F I L E D 

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 A U ~  1 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 123415/01 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RITA SCHADE, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF ALVIN J. SCHADE, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 7- ,2011 
A 

kshrnan  Liqurdating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Alvin J. Schade 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway F I L  E D ;, 

(N0072355-1) AUG 05 2Qlt 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 123415/01 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RITA SCHADE, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF ALVIN J. SCHADE, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

Ke-, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Alvin J. Schade 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-3740 

{ N0072382- 1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RITA SCHADE, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF ALVIN J, SCHADE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & $., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123415/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
74 ?A3 ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0072236-1) 

1122-16645 

AUG 05 2011 



* .  r 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against- 

A.C, & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 123415101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE 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/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERTCAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are 

prejudice and without costs. I P  

AUG 1 5  2011 < NEW YORK 
CLERKS OFFICE 

Dated: 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 I Manasquan, New Jersey OS736 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
._-._____________---_________________*__---------------------------- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index 0.: 123457/ , 11 1227/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

0 " _ _ . _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ * - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
- - - - - - - - - - - . . _ ._________________________- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . -~ - -~~ . - * -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
91,' ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

H%n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

16 15 102-1 



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 there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

tAa 05 2oTf 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER and ANN SCHINDLER 
Index N o m  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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: ,2011 

Atforneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

3 0  ORDERED, 

Ngriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER and ANN SCHINDLER 
Index No. I 1  

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 
- 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY I0003 

Nhriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER and ANN SCHINDLER 
Index No. 11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JU,DGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

u1 

**'"., ++ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz ti Luxenberg >'% ? 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

3 0  ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION - - 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER and ANN SCHINDLER 

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 

3gainst defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

3ATED: 

Attoieys for plain tiff 
Neitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highw 
Hauppauge, 

$0 ORDERED, 
OFFICE 

C0UNrrNE\N yow 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER and ANN SCHINDLER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Julie L. er 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Y ~ i r  Attorneys for Plain tiff .~ 1, 
Weitz & Luxenberg -\ Attorney for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 



536.07709/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

: Index No.: 
BERNKARD SCHINDLER, 

Plaintiff, : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et a l . ,  : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

AIJ5 I?*,;  2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintif & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 3 5 0  
.O. Box 438 
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
c o m n  OF NEW YORK 

BERNHARD SCHINDLER and ANN 
SCHINDLER, 

Plaintiff( s), 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 123457-01 
-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER A.C. and S., TNC., et al., 

Defendants. 

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 againsi 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: "\ \> \ \ \  

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 A ~ G  15  209' 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 10022-6030 
536-3900 OFFICE 

c o q E u  y o w  
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: 

JORGE RAMOS 
Index No. I 1  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the  above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 

. - . > . * : ~ E ~  Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg >, *i 

~ 4 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorn4ys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JORGE RAMOS 
Index Nom 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: t2 k.7 ,2011 

-- 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highww 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JORGE RAMOS 
Index No.- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

?’ < Julie L. er 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

d 2 3  ,2011 
“ X  

“4 .- Y 

-\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff %““y., 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

888 Veterans Memorial Hi 

Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New,"7'5",". New York 
,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Heien Antoniou McGowm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

JUL 2520111 
1 61 5 1 02-1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs 

/&$ 5 2031 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



TMcCCCjpk) 
2/10/1 I 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITX-XIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT ELATES TO: 

JORGE N O S  

INDEX NO. 

HON, SHEMY KLEIN KEITLER 

NO OPPOSEION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. I 

hereby requests summaxy judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rdes 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 moss-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Ehison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

I.- dismissed with prejudice and without costs. p 1-1 u5. - 
\th - ' 3 

/ 

FFarda&.tiz, %q. 131 <Jd Fktf/l' 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Ymk, NY 100035 York, h c .  

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6228-01 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JORGE RAMOS, : NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein - A l e r )  

: Index No. 123460-01 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.C. & S.,  INC., et al., 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER Defendants. 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 7 I IL(IJI 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
~ e w  York,NY 10022-603F I L E D , I 

AUG 1 5  2[Fllt 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



PAT IACOBELLI AND LENA IACOBELLI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 
A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant D E E M  & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
v. % ,2011 

Schiff Hardin LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10 103 

SO ORDERED: 

JU1.25 2011 



-against- 
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEmFORE, Defendant, PACCAR INC., and its unincorporated division PETERBILT 

MOTORS COMPANY, (incorrectly sued as “PACCAR, INC., Individually and through its division 

PETERBILT MOTORS CO.”) (hereinafter “PACCAR”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against Defendant PACCAR with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against Defendant 

PACCAR be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party 

Dated: New York, New York 

’ Weitz WLuxenberg SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER & 
MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant PACCAR Inc. 
850Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

At tome y for P1 ainti ffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D 

SO ORDEIIED, 

AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNN CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 123576/01 

This Document Applies to: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

FAT IACOBELLI and LENA IACOBELLI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. MC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Q Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
June 27,201 1 

WE & GALLAGHER 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EDWARD W. SWANSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 
2 13 ,2011 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

'b e en Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 I 1 

I nLED; 
AUG 1 5  2011 4 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

16 15 102-1 
"UL 25 2oT1 

- 7  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_______I----_____-"_________r__________l-------------------------------- X (Heitler, J .) 
This Document Relates to: 

X ____________------______l_________l_____-----~--------------------~----- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

e 
EDWARD W. SWANSON 12043 1 /O 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANX) ORDER 

X Re: MAY 2011 FIFO __________I-____________________________-----------------------------*"- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 05 2011 



536.09774/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Hei 
This document relates to: I Index No.: < d l  
EDWARD W. SWANSON, ' 120431/01 

Plaintiff, : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

l e r )  

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with  prejudice and without s Bs 

r, New Jersey 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFI[ 

Attorneys for Plaint & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
. Box 438 

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_- 

JAMES J. COUGHLIN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 123906-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., 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 plaintiffs 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., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
I 

prejudice and without costs. F \ L E D  
AUG 1 5  Zo” 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honora6l&%& Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.) NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1239O6/0 1 
,% 

This Document Applies to: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

JAMES J .  COUGHLTN, 

Plaintiqs), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. MC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
June 27,201 1 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Brooklyn, w Y rk 11201 
(212) 747-?30 9 
" 

SO ORDERED: 

JUL 05 2011 



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 -_____-_---_-__--_-_____lll__________ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X _ _ - _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: L23906/01 
James J. Coughlin, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S .  Inc., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 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, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim: 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

F I L E D '  Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without cos 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
9 1 t 5  , 2011 

Matthew T .  MacIntyJe, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. ullen and D y k m a n  LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
James J. Coughlin M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, New York 11201 

O u r  File No.: 10924-6423 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

S o  Ordered: 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

FRANK ORTIZ 

A?---x 
MES EDWARDS 

without costs. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

W 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



536.09772/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherr; 
This document relates to: 

VINCENT CANNIZZARO, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

Klein Heitler) 

/---63 9 0 9 / 0 I) 
2 0 3 9 0 / 0 1  

< 
Index NO. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

AUG 1 5  2Ol1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, 
Attorneys for Plainti & FLINN 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

. Box 438 
Hanover,.. New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable ShefrYKlgin Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

,2011 
Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

H e l b  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street: 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

c 

I 

* '  

161 5 102-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRY A. PEPINO 
Index No. 120390/01 

&23%TE 

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 

xejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

IATED: ,2011 

'N.. '1 
,.$ 4% Weitz & Luxenberg ?I, 1 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

\3' --~. 

Julie L. M 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F -.- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRY A. PEPINO 
Index No.- 

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. 

LA" --?' Attorneys for Plaintiff r *  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway , 

Hauppauge, NY 

2 5  
3. 
c 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRY A. PEPINO 
Index No. 1203 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

/-I I DATED: u(t3 ,2011 
f- 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP Vew York, NY 10003 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

5 0  ORDERED, Q 



HENRY A. PEPINO (Deceased) 239351 P 
WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

---I Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

SO ORDERED '- 

Albertson, New 
(516) 294-5433 

Y ork 11507 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE: OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THOMAS PEPINO, as Administrator for the Estate : h,V(, ,, , 
I Y  1 LnL 

ofHENRY PEPINO and THOMAS PEPINO, as 
Administrator for the Estate of MILLICENT 
PEPINO, 

: I,A.S. Part 3o 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlerj 

' Index No. 123935-01 Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S.,  INC., et al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

SO ORDERED, A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(sj 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 n 

/ 2) 536-3900 

0 

Hon. SherryKlein'Heitler 

'JUL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARION SMITH, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM J. SMITH, AND 
LUELLA I. SMITH, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S . ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 124120/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y k New York 
_IpJ;,s ,2011 

b Attorney for Defendant 9 Esq. Attorney 5z.z for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of William J .  Smith 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F I L E D  ew York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 
’ AUG 1 5  2011 1” 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFlC8 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
454-3673 

(N0072382-1) 

JuL 2 5  2011 



IY CA 

MARION SMITH for the Estate of WILLIAM J. SMITH, 
and MARION SMITH, individually, 

Index No.: 124120/01 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- 

ACandS, Inc., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

a ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

same defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
rn 7\\8 ,2011 

G Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg \ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

are hereby dismissed with pre'u 'ce FrLED A i * \  

w .- 

Richard P. O'Leary, E s q . 0  
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
212.609.6800 

ME1 11978879v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___... . . . . . . ._.. .___~~~~~~~~~-~ " -  ....- ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - . . . . - - - ~ ~ ~ - - - - - ~ - - ~ - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 120433/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 
__.....___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - -  .-............------~.-.....-- ~"~.....-~-"---- 

This Document Relates to: 

EROTIDO LARRINGA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3\lu ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. "\%\, 
b Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A, 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
___ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE T. BlRNE 

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: CeILY ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Weiner Lesniak LLP 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppal 

1 

i, 

Age, NY 11788 

F I L  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE T. BIRNE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - * - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

rferen Antoniou McGowm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Commny 

F l l  88 Pine Street: 24’ Floor 
New York, New York 10005 I D  

AUG 1 5  2011 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS O F F I E  

JUL 25 2011 
16 15 102-1 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

ES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, - . 

WG 05 2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE T. BlRNE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

1 

t 
\ i 

Nyp'a8L Q 

JUL 2 5 uSii 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE T. BlRNE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 - 3  I2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

f i  

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hiahwav 

SO ORDERED, 

" 
pauge, NYp7f8L E- a 

I ;  ' ' I  ' AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YoFtbc 



In Re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JUL b 5 2 W  =WYM 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 124446/01 

This Document Applies to: 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WILLIAM W. CAHLSTADT, 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintifis' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., be and the same are hereby 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____....__ ......................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

WILLIAM W. CAHLSTADT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OlRDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yb0rl;LY York 
,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hekn Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Daitsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24t" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

." 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 
.................................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 

.................................................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH I). FESTA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
...______.._____ " _  ...~----.-.- ~ " - - - -  ..~---~-..~----.----...~----..-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne9Yrrk;New York 
) 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 

I 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH D. FESTA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, JJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1001 57/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CettainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-I 06492029.1 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH D. FESTA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100157/02 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 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 against 

Dated: New York, New York 

717 ,2011 

. . V U )  -- 
WEITZ a LUXCNBERG, P.C. REE~SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor ph oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 3 
US-ACTIVE-106441 566.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC* f/Wa RECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa RECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES IprC.k AUG 1 5 2011 

212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor uNN CLERK'S OFFiCE 
New York, New York 10003 f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 

New York, New York 1027 1 -OH NEW YORK 
(2 12) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

, ::ODMA/FCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 1 / I  

05 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
"__r__-_l_-r__________rl______l___r__l__-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

- r l_- -r__l -"-__r__-"___I___Ic____rl_____-  X 

100170/0 D This Document Relates To: 

Michael J. Amato 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

__-- I__C"_r__- l___l__- l - - -_- -r -LI - - - l - l - l  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 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 

3hsl,r 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Znd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335. 0 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

AUG \ 5 x8\! 
It 

SO ORDERED, 

GouNn CLERKS QWCE 

AUG *.,, 05@g7uRK 

4367576. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RTCHARD VINESKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New Y rk, New York 
7p7 ,2011 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



536.14457/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

IN RE:  NEW YORK C I T Y  NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherr] 
This document relates to: 

in H 

: Index No.: 
RICHARD VINESKI, Deceased, 

it1 

(May 2 0 1 1  Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATIONf : NO OPPOSITION 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, united Conveyor Corporation, with 

pre jud ice ,  and there  being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, - be '>q and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without Q o s C ~ S . ~ . + ~  
V '  

A\\!$ f 15 2021 

Yttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Yew York, New Y o r k  10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

e Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 100461/02 

CHARLES CARUSO AND LUCILLE CARUSO, i 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 4 9  ,2011 

Kenyan- 9. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

, F I L E D  (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1 AUG 1 5  2011 
SO ORDERED, 

454-4373 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(N0072382-1) 

JUL 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100461/02 

CHARLES CARUSO AND LUCILLE CARUSO, j 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC,, et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

n I 

and Lucille Caruso 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(N0072358-1) 

F 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10003 

l d n  Heitler 

B 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES CARUSO AND LUCILLE CARUSO, 

-against- 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 1 0046 1 /02 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?//J '2011 

Courter & Coidpany, ~ n c .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 New York, New York 10003 7 , * cs 

Charles Caruso and Lucille Caruso 
WEITZ & LUXENBERC, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AG(j 1 * ?$\\ 

co"Nfl CLERK'" omCE 
1122-10833 NEW .(ORK 

(N0072236-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

CHARLES CARUSO AND LUCILLE 
CARUSO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S,, INC., et al., 

De fendant s, 

INDEX NO. 1 0046 1-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

meys for D endant Deere & Company f 
Schiff Hardin LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10103 , 

(212) 753-5000 
. I  

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j T.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100461/02 

CHARLES CARUSO AND LUCILLE CARUSO, \ 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+//EL ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles-Caruso and Lucille Caruso 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 I F I L E D  

i ;  
AUG 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, 1 :  
. .  

2383-25074 COUNTY CLERKS O F A E  
NEW YORK 

{ N00723SS-1) JUL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

Index No. : 1 0046 1 /2002 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~ ~ 

CHARLES CARUSO and LUCILLE CARUSO, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.C. & S, INC., et al., 

Defendmts. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant CUMMINS, INC., s/h/a CUMMINS ENGINE 

COMPANY, NC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant CUMMINS, ZNC., sMa CUMMINS ENGINE 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 CUMMINS, INC., s/h/a CUMMINS ENGIN COMPANY, INC, be, 

and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CUMMINS, INC., s/h/a CUMMINS 
ENGINE COMPANY, INC. 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 10 J+ED 

2 12-55 8-5500 

New York, NY 10022 i '* \?J IN' 
OFF@ 

= hUG (212) 651-7500 
GOUNflNGW GL$K 

SO ORDERED, fl- Hon. Sherry K Heitler 



-. 
* '  

X -_______ l - - -____ l__ -______r______ l______-  

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10046 1 /02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
~ 

X " _ _ - _ _ - _ _ " l l _ l _ _ _ - _ _ r - - - - - - - - - I - - - " - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

Charles Caruso and Lucille Cmso 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company, hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Company with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as successor to Felt Products 
Manufacturing Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 bestos Personal 

successor to Felt 
Products Manufacturing Co. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, Ne 

4503892.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LISA A. ZUYUS, as Personal Representative for : NYCAL 
the Estatc of CHARLES M. DALY, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s) , 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 100622-02 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDEK 

Defendants. 

X -Il____l___f___-----_------------------------------~--""-----"---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entilled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintifi's 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, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New 'vork, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

tr\ oFF\CF CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue cou~~' f  CLEM'' 
New York, NY 10022-6030 NEW Y0RK 

dUL 252011 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NICHOLAS FERRANDINO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. "-'\>\\, 
*., f Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl& HGitler 

161 5 102-1 

WUNrV CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

L~LL 252091 



NICHOLAS FERRANDINO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S.  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
120429/01 pi9 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 
! j 

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 claiins and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG. Y.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMA 
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 

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: 

NICHOLAS FERRAN DI NO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with' 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

9(-( ,2011 

7 
DATED: 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NICHOLAS FERRANDINO &%%tgY29’01 
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 lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: &J-i ,2011 
p ’i 

..W ,i * ~ * 

,b7 I 

e ” , !  

-**“ ‘&\ Weitz & Luxenberg ? >  

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 
E L E K  

N E  1 5 2011 

WWTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
MEW raw 

e-* 

JUL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NICHOLAS FERRANDINO (;w2g'0' 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANNE DIMATTEI, as Personal Representative : 
for the Estate of NICHOLAS FERRANDINO, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No(s).: 100618-02 

Plaintiffis), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC,, et al., 

Defendants. 
X -----------------f_-_______I____________----"----"--""--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffis) 
700 Broadway CRANE co. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-60 

(212) 536-3900 AUG 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, -TY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10082 1 /02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES K. KLEIN, AS PERSONAL 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JAMES C. KLEIN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
"I- L a  ,2011 

Estate of James C. Klein 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558i5500 

- .  
SO ORDERED, 

Won. Sherry KW Heitler 

(N0072236-1) 

1122-18409 

At& 03 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New7Yr$ New York 
,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 

ntoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

11________----__1-_________l__________l_----------~--------------------- X (Heitler, J.) 
This Document Relates to: 

X ______---_"-1-----____I_________________-~---------------~~~---------~~- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 

CHARLES M. DALY (Deceased) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO ____----_-__________________I_L_________------~--------~----~----------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the ahove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and die same are hereby dismissed with pre.judice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York i-! rlj , 2011 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

16) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

,.-, 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC. 
200 1.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LISA A. ZUYUS as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of CHARLES M. DALY, 

Index N p ' ? @ @ &  
120429/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

iii Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

"F'Y"k E l3 

.\ , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N $ " @ O G d  
120429/01 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LISA A. ZUYUS as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of CHARLES M. DALY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: &/-I '2011 

c 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

- 
NY 1 1788 

\kEQ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No.- 
12042910 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LISA A. ZUYUS as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of CHARLES M. DALY, 

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. 

.sa*- Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

N F Y 8 L  E 

SO ORDERED, 1 - AUG 1 5  ZOt? 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF- 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 3/6 Date: 7/15/2011 3:47:04 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

--_______.__I 

MARGARET FULTON, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN H. RANSON, AND 
MARGARET FULTON, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 - 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 100870/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGIVIENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the szune are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

2!2zZ%z7ZJ& 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY &KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John H. Ranson 
WEIT. & LUXENBERti, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New YorlG New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500 BUG 1 5  21111 

mUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0072382-1} 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer A Page: 3/5 Date: 7/15/2011 3:42:10 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY f NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION --11-----1---1 I " U & O  I__ 

-1 i (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Index No,: 100870/02 
MARGARET FULTON, AS EXECUTRTX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN H. RANSON, AND 
MAKGAMI' PULTON, INDIVIDUALLY, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et aI., 
I 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

I 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfendant, Courter CPC Company, Inc., be arid the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
k! IO _* " y  201 1 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, c%/' 
Hon. Heitler 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Jolm He Ranson 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

F I L E D .  
j 

AUG 115 2Ull 4 I 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1122-1 9900 

(N0072236-I ) 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, Visit: http:FmM&dLa 5 2011 

http:FmM&dLa


VINCENT J. DADO (Deceased), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ----_____________________________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: oq< I 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 F\LED, ' I  

I 

Honorable Sherry Kleil-Heitler 

JUL 25 2011 



I '  
SUPREME CO'URT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X -_________l_______f_______________111___--------------------"-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

JERRY DADO, as Administrator for the Estate of : Index No. 100873/02 
VINCENT J. DADO, 

- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " 1 ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - _ - _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 A. C. & S . ,  INC., ad. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Xnc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I ' I "  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

By: 

t 1 F 1 L E*>O 264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 1001 8 - 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 '* 

(2 12) 302-2400 AUG 1 5  2011 (212) 558-5500 +. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i T.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
! Index No.: 100873/02 

JERRY DADO AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR OF j 
THE ESTATE OF VINCENT J. DADO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York ?//a- ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York I0004 

Estate df Vincent J.  Dado 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway \ L E D \h 9 

N-iy CLERKS OFFICE 

1, ,< 
4 ’  w York, New York 10003 

AUG 1 5  2Q1’ ’ 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-25050 wu NEI/VYORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No.: 100873/02 
JERRY DADO AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR OF j 
THE ESTATE OF VINCENT J. DADO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

n 
Dated: New York, New York 

? / I ’  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump CO. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

4 
4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

454-4413 

{ NO0723824 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JERRY DADO AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR OF 
THE ESTATE OF VINCENT J. DADO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 100873/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Xnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York ?-p ,2011 n 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New 

Estate of Vincent J. Dado 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D .  (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

i 
i 

SO ORDERED am 1 5  2011 4 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

-TY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 1122-18604 

(N0072236-1) 

JJL 252ofl' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY \ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 100873/02 

JERRY DADO AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR OF j 
THE ESTATE OF VINCENT J. DADO, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?/'A ,2011 

~~4~~ w 
Jennifer A. FusAhetto, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

F I L E D  700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 :  

AUG 1 5  2011 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

1235-18062 

(N0072358-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Vincent J. Dado 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100873/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

I 
I WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

SO ORDERED, 

,' 

4637597.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VEN'I'URES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL COW., 

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 SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4 4 \ \  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

P D 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE &!%&?m,k 

/ 
% 

Janine @?Brown 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 

- 

(212) 238-4800 

.: :ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSN Y/52043 I / I AUG 05 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WALTER VOSBURGH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101 070102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
. .---. , reys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(7 17\ S58-5500 (212) 521-5400 

Attnrn 

\ - . - I  --- - - - -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r K H e i t h h  

US-ACTIVE-106492281 ,I 

JU 252011 



MARGARET VOSBURGH, as Administratrix 
for the Estate of WALTER S. VOSBURGH and 
MARGARET VOSBURGH, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 101070-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US TNC., 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 NC., 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., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD7 INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
I 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant 
700 Broadway Trane US Tnc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 ,~ 

Manasquan, New Jer 
(732)528-8888 me E (212) 558-5500 

AUG 1 5  2011 SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY ERKS OFFICE 

db@20I, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS8 ESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101 070/02 

WALTER VOSBURGH 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 12011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

+&-=--- Judith . Yavitz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

F I L E D  (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  to’’ 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 06486097.1 

JUL 25 2011 



This Document Relates 'To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(I-kith, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 1 0 1070/02 

WHEIIEFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Frank Ortiz 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

SEQUOIA VENTURES N C .  
f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 

120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York. New York 1027 1-0079 

AUG 05 2011 .. ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK C. PERRY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 101088/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 1 2011 

Juditt A. Yavitz, Esq. 
REEh SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Ce rta inTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

US-ACTIVE-106492207.1 

JUL 252011 



S U P ~ M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

R 
~~~~~ ~~~ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__ 

FRANK PERRY and EMILIE PERFlY, 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMEMCAN 
STANDARD, INC., et al., 

Index No.: 101088-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Ma 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 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., f/Wa 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., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jerse 
(732) 528-8888 

p7\6 L E D New York, New York 10003 

AUFJ \ 5 20'' 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101088/02 

FRANK C. PERRY 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

(212) 521-5400 

. i t  1 "  SO ORDERED, ' AUG 1 5  2ol1 

YObK 
1 c Q F I Cf courJn' CLERK,' 

US-ACTIVE-1 0648651 7.1 JUL 2 5  2011 



RICHARD BARTOLOMUCCI and MARY 
BARTOLOMUCCI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Index No.: 100100-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., 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 plaintiffs 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 

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMEMCAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same,are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

F C L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

'S OFF]= M @* YORK 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey OS736 (212) 558-5500 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES R. FLEMING 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101 11 0/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

70 ,2011 

- AUG 1 5  Zo1' ' 
PSI IN fl CL€RK'S ofFlcE 

NEW .reF\K- c 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

P I \  (21 2) 558-5500 
i f  i l  

x 4 ' <  " q11 L. 
P" > 

SO ORDERED, 

L , L L \ q ~ ~  OFF@G 
cour4 ' iEwyORK 

US-ACTIVE-106492051 ,I 
JUl 252O1lt 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES R. FLEMING 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: I01 I 1  0/02 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

717 , 2011 

3 Jud th A. Yavitz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway ph 

F \ L E D  (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, AUG \ 3 20" 

@ - q E U  YORK 
GLERI('S 0mcE 

US-ACTIVE-106441607.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ _ _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
Linda A, Fleming, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of James 
R. Fleming, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S. I n c . ,  et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 101110/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario C 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc. , with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim: 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 
1 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without co,s 

Dated: Brooklyn, N e w  York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
L i n d a  A .  Fleming, Individually 
and a s  Administratrix f o r  the 
E s t a t e  of James R .  F l e m i n g  
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor 

.. 

J tin M.' Tafe, Esq. 
2 g l e n  and Dykman LLP 

Attorneys for Defendant 
M a r i o  & D i B o n o  P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
Inc .  
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New York 100 
0 . :  1 0 9 2 4 - 3 4 9 2  

So Ordered: 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 10 1 1 10/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

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 SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES lNC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. * F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

7\ af / \ ,  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Attogeeys for Defendant 
SEQUOlA VENTURES INC. 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271 -0079 
(2 12) 23 8-4800 

.;:ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 1 / I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 101245/02 

PATRICIA BAILEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND ! 
KENNETH BAILEY JR. AND JOHN BAILEY j 
AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE ESTATE OF / 
KENNETH F. BAILEY, ! NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
,2011 

p l h d  F-JC 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Kenneth F. Bailey 

700 Broadway F I L E D ,  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

I t  
4 '  NG 1 5  2011 ; 

m N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0072236-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 101245/02 

PATRICIA BAILEY, INDIVIDUALLY AND / 
KENNETH BAILEY JR. AND JOHN BAILEY i 
AS CO-EXECUTORS FOR THE ESTATE OF [ 
KENNETH F. BAILEY, ! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?//? ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, . Esq. &>& @,&I FdrvVd/! 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p  

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

A orney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Kenneth F. Bailey 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Wwrz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

F I L E D  1 w York, New York 10003 1' r .  
- a ,  I 

(2 12) 509-3456 - 4 3  

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
2383-25109 NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 102 168/02 

j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. GILLETTE, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN M. 
ROSH, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
1 

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 
-+LAz3 ,2011 

! 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway . 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of John M. Rosh 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New Yorh 1000 

2383-25216 

(N0072355-I 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. GILLETTE, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN M. 
ROSH, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102 168/02 

i 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
7, /$  ,2011 

Michele J. Mittle'rnan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of John M. Rosh 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700Broadway (I' - 
New York, New York 10003 b u ~  \ 5 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-19999 

(N0072358-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Julie L. Me 

IN RE: NEW YORK CIJY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA A. GILLETE, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN M. ROSH 

Index No. 102168/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

AUG \ 5 811‘ 

‘JUI 2 5  2011 



HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN,DUNSTB 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NW BRUNSWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEYS MILL RB 
SWE x12 
HAMMONION, NJ 

9' 1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICIA A. GILLETE, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN M. 
ROSH 

against 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-102168 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Go., 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. 

NEW YORK, New York 
DATED: 6 -20 i (  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
PATRICIA A. GILLETE, as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN M. ROSH 
700 Broadway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S.Part30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1 02 168/02 

j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PATRICIA A. GILLETTE, AS PROPOSED 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOHN M. 
ROSH, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7- ,2011 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Estate of John M. Rosh 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

'S OFF \cE SO ORDERED, y CLERK 
COUr @.(OR\( 

454-5869 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
--------------------------------------x 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ - f l l - - - - - - - _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Dolores Clemons, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of Morris 
Clemons, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A . C .  & s. Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler 

Index No.: 102423/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUPGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 

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 & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without c o s F . 1  L E 13 
Dated: ‘ I ”  ‘ AUG 1 5  lo’‘ 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
Dolores C1 emons, I n d i v i d u a l l y  Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
and a s  Administratrix f o r  the Inc. 
E s t a t e  of Morris Clemons 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 718) 855-9000 

r File No.: 10924-4291 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J*) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102423/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VEN'I'URES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

N C .  f/Wa BECI'ITEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 7 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Janine E. #wn 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEOUOIA VENTURES INC. 

1 L E D 
AUG 1 5  2011 f/l;/a BECHTEL CORP. 

120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1 -OOauNn CLERK'S OFF\* 
(2 12) 238-4800 NEW YOBK 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/I)OCSNY/52043 I / I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL PRINGLE, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES J. 
PRINGLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102509/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York $1 14: ,2011 

Treadwkll Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 4 

.i AUG 1 5  2011 4 SO ORDERED, 
W T Y  CLERK‘S WFjo& 

Estate of James J. Pringle 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York,New York 10003 F I L E 69 

1235-1 41 6 #EW YFQK 

(N0072358-1) 

3UL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL PRINGLE, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JAMES J. 
PRINGLE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102509/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York ?p\ ,2011 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

Estate of James J.  Pringle 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. F I L E D  

AUG 1 5  2011 

NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERE ~ o u ~ n  CLERK'S OFFICE 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

454-4835 

(N0072382-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X __l__r-________"_-_________l__lr____lr__-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102509/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ " _ - _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

-. 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1 
Our File No. 05335.000 F I L E D ,  

AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNfY CLERKS O W E  
NEW YORK 

4637628. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index ,-i;8z& 
106695 02 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA M. WILLIS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HENRY H. WILLIS, and BARBARA M. WILLIS, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

A i  
DATED: ,2011 

6% Julie L. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

L '  !t II 

" 'F~LED 
AUG 1 5  2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Helen Antoniou McGowan Esq Page: 314 Date: 7/21/2011 12:15:25 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER 

IndexNd 102733/ , 122138101 2 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintifl"~ complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l h s  and cross claims 

againsl defendan1 A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N+;rr;k New,York 
201 1 

Weitz Luxenberg, P, C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen' Antonh McGowan, Esq. 
McEhy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant k 0. Smith Water 
Products Compan 
88 Pine Street, 24 Floor 
New York, New Yo& 10005 

z 

SO ORDERED, - 
H 

1615102-1 

This fax was sent with CFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/k.nrww.gfi.com 

http:/k.nrww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

Index No. <,@&-iii EUGENE D. STEINHAUER et al., 
122138-2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.C. & S. INC. et al., including 
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
_ _  .- - 

-~ 

_ .  - - J,/t$57. at34t/ . _ _  . 

Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, LLP 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12'h Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintgfs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Newark, NJ 07102 LED 1 i 

(212) 558-5500 (973) 242-0002 

15  2 w  
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation Corp. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintifrs complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

- -- Brian Soremen, Esq. - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG McELROY, DEUTSCH, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation AUG 

& CARPENTER, LLP 

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor - RKs O F W E  
New York, New York 10005couNf( GLEY& 

NE* 
SO ORDERED: 

1597505-1 
AUG 05 2011 



.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * * - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: NewY rk,N w York + 
Julie R. Evans, E%. -- 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our Pile No. 05335.00001 

P 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, I L E D . ;  
AUG 1 5  2011 

G W N N  CLERK'S OFFIE  

462 1714.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

‘THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 4/s ,2011 

__ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-24974AM 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NE'W YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122138/0 0 ,-lo273 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAtJER, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 p  ,2011 

kum 
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporati on 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

a; 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, E R K ~  OFW 
G O U W  NE!fii YOKK 

1235-3777 

{ NO06961 5-1 } 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, 

P 1 ai n t i ffs , 

j J.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: I # 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., XNC., et al., 
Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q20 ,2011 

Attonley for Defendant 
Oakfabco, lnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571 -0894AM 

(N0069467-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122 13 8/0 
EUGENE D. STEINHAUER AND KAREN L. 
STEINHAUER, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOT1,ON AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York ;Z/,& ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 1’2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

w 
wm SO ORDERED, 

1 122-4254 > t  -I “rtl 

{ NO069730-I } 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) - ,  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
~ 1ndexNo.:- 

EUGENE D. STEWHAUER AND KAREN L. 

Plaintiffs, 

(-09 
STEINHAUER, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
71,3 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Eugene D. Steinhauer and Karen L. Steinhauer 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Company 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-3587AM 

(NO069461 -1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

X 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER et al., Index No. 

X 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER et al., Index No. 

Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A X .  & S. INC. et al., including 
FOSTER WHEELER CORPORATION, 

Defend ants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC (sued herein as “Foster Wheeler Corporation”) 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to  Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FOSTER WHEELER, LLC with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to  all co-defendants, al l  claims and cross claims against defendant 

FOSTER WHEELER, LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J d y  *2 7,J 0 4 

22z.2E. -7z&- 
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Stephen Novakidis, Esq. 
Sedgwick, Detert, Moran & Arnold, U P  
Attorneys for Foster Wh 
Three Gateway Center, 
Newark, NJ 07102 
(973) 242-0002 AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AI)G 05 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ /AHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

v Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



536.10337/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

CHARLES F. RAMA, 

Plaintiff, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry K1 in H 

Index No. : 

it1 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

PSISL E D same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

AUG 1 5  2011 

, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plainti & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



'' TMc:CCcjpk) 
4f4A 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, hc ,  

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, hc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

ison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-35 8 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
5-4738-02 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X r--__-----_------------~""------_-"---------------------------""- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

CHARLES F. RAMA, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

X ---l--_ll__l_""__"r_1-r-------------------------------~"""---------- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 102737-02 
-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ------___11"___________r_____r_l_r______------------------l~--_-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby reqLlesls summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: * 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 

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: 

CATHERINE TANTILLO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN E. BEHAN, and CATHERINE BEHAN, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

Julie L. er 1 Attorney Robert A. for Keasbey Defendant Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Neitz 700 Broadway & Luxenberg - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

NG 1 5  2011 

JUL 2 5 2099 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

L 
JOHN E. BEHAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

w WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

+ defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

I with prejudice and without costs. 

New7Y9rlfj New York 
,2011 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulv 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 



1 
i 
~ I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CATHERINE TANTILLO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN E. BEHAN, and CATHERINE BEHAN, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Haumauae. 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: 

CATHERINE TANTILLO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN E. BEHAN, and CATHERINE BEHAN, Individually 

-2769102 

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: ,2011 

TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hiqhway - 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CATHERINE TANTILLO, as Executrix for the Estate of 102769/0 
JOHN E. BEHAN, and CATHERINE BEHAN, Individual D0276g’02 y 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

D 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

$0 ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 2011 

MES EDWARDS 

Attorneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

507 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No G 1027 
102789102 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CATHERINE TANTILLO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN E. BEHAN, and CATHERINE BEHAN, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: , 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. M 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 I 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. . . .  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CATHERINE TANTILLO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN E. BEHAN, and CATHERINE BEHAN, Individually 

102769102 

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. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CATfIERlNE TANTTLLO, as Executrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of JOHN E. BEHAN, and CATHERINE 
BEHAN, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaint iff( s) , : Index No. 102769-02 

magainst- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 pre.judice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. AUG 1 5  2ot1 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 New York, N Y  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN J. O'BRIEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., MC., et al., 

Defendants. 

INDEX NO. 102837-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudic 

there being no opposition thereto, AUG 1 5  2011 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and ~~#~ CE 
NEW Y 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
rp ?M ,2011 

*, *- i', 1, >.. ;,fl ' -  -u &-. 
"'*%" 'h&JL t' ..*P " ..1W12.- q 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs .-T, ndant Deere & Company 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10 103 
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 753-5000 

SO ORDERED: 3 



James J. Carr 

c -  .. c 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102946102 
I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT I 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ - _ - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New ork, w Yark 

A~AO~&$S for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

4637565.1 

W e i t l e r  
COUNTY CLERKS O m C E  

NEW YORK 

AUG 052011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102946/02 

PATRICIA I. SINGLEY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR j 
THE ESTATE OF JAMES J. CARR AND IRENE j 
A. CARR, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

York, New York Dated:?fi, ,201 1 
A 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 1 
New York, New York 10004 New York,New York 10003i; 

SO ORDERED, ! 

F I L E D (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 1 U "  ' .. AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 1122-18190 

(N0072236-1) 
JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
Index No.: 102946/02 

PATRICIA I. SINGLEY, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JAMES J, CARR AND IRENE 
A. CARR, TNDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

, 201 1 
A 

Carol M. Tempesta, E s h  
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p .  
MCGIVNEY & ~ U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

F I L E D  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

AUG 1 5  2011 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, ~ U N W  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(N0072355-1} 



5 3 6 . 1 0 5 6 4 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT O F  THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

ALEX SPARAGO, 
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, : (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herzby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without E s I s  k 
- 
- . AUG 1 5  2u l l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 3 5 0  

New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDEmD, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO ____________I_________l_________l_______---------------------~---------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
-_ 

F'"I L E D 
AUG 1 5  2011 

WARDS COUNTY  CLERK'^ 
DEMERS & M c M ~  YORK 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

16) 294-5433 

05 20 11 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES PELLEGRINO 
index No. 1203 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: b/Li/ ,2011 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

Hon. 'Sherry Klein Heitler 
, t ,"!I .. , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHARLES PELLEGRINO 
Index No. ?e 
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: f. &A/ ,2011 

* 
> _ < *  % +  

'*I. ~ 

*. 5 ,  \. *, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie T M &  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

d 
SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  "ill ~ 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 
- / / I ?  ,2011 

9!2%+7Z& 
FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNIY CLERK'S OFm 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

,2011 
Dated: 

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

i 
1 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

16 15 102-1 AUG 05 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X - - - - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X - - - - - - _ _ - l l _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates to: 
Raymond J. Hickey and Tana Hickey, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.C, & S., Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 3 3 5 2 / 0 2  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X . . _ I - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 1 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nt 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim: 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co 

Inc., be dismissed w i t h  pre j udi 

York 
, 2011 

ce and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs / Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Raymond J .  Hickey a n d  T a n a  Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
Hickey Inc .  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
NO.: 1 0 9 2 4 - 6 3 9 7  

So Ordered: 



RALPH VINCENT and LINDA VINCENT, Index No.: 02-103443 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- 

ABB LUMUS CREST, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 \ \ 7  ,2011 ' 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

@ o h  / 
Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 

New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 101' * T I L E D  
212.609.6800 

t Au(: 1 5  ?Ill 
.,I* fJF1;'IC SO ORDERED, c o u N n  CLKR*'." 

NEW YO8K 

ME1 11978846v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBURY C. WASHINGTON and Louetta Washington 
X lllllll___ll____________-___--- 

--l--------__-_-------------- 

Index No. 103454-02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

PETTIBONE MICHIGAN, LLC, et al., 

Defendants. 
x 

WHEWFORE, defendant Pettibone Michigan, LLC hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-captioned case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 93212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against Pettibone Michigan, LLC with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Pettibone Michigan, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York F I L E D  
AUG f 5 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Steven H. Gaines, Esq. 
11 Martine Avenue, X* Floor 
White Plains, New York 10606 

Attorneys for Pettibone Michigan, LLC 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for PIaintiHs 
(212) 558-5500 (914) 831-6246 

SO ORDERED, / 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

A M  os20111 



SUPREME COURT OF +HE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBURY C. WASHINGTON AND 
LOUCETTA WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC, et al., 

Defendants. 

INDEX NO. 103454-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
<.&U v ,2011 

?:< 

- 2 - 7  f.. I N,L,., :'I 

: * , , yJL '\? ,*"riT 

z < P' s. ,IC 
I*-. 

.,, 
5 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs --. 2, dant Deere & Company 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10 103 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 753-5000 

SO ORDERED: 

JUL 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.... . . 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE 
Index ea 
120393/01 

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 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: d-4 , 2011 
k 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

ni 
Julie LLMer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE 

--. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

] Attorneys for Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

a ~ r y  CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 z o i i  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT NOBLE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: , 2011 

New York, NY IOdOS 

SO ORDERED, 

A 

Julie L 3 e r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I  
AUG 

L E D  
1 5 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFK 
NEW YORK 



From: FAXmaker To: Carol M Page: 3/3 Date: 7/15/2011 3:27:35 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j X.A.S.Part30 -- 
! (Heitler, J . )  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: : Index No.: 103867/02 
/ ROSE DE OENNARO, INIXVIDIJALLY AND 

AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY DE GENNARO, 

f NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-agains 1- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai., I 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, T i sban  Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and moss claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7\11 ,2011 

- 2z& 7Z&& 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant- 
Tish man Liquidating Corp. 
MCGNNev & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney far Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony De Gennaro 
WEI'I'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

1 i  
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D ,  

SO ORDERED, AIJG 15 2011 i 

2383-25312 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(NOW2 173-1) 

JUL 2s zo11 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/W.gfi .com 

http:/W.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 6/6 Date: 7/15/2011 3:47:05 PM 

9 

SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

---..-- 

ROSE DE GENNARO, INDIVIDUAJ,T,Y AND 
AS PROPOSED EXECUTRLX FOR THE 
E S T A E  OF ANTHONY DE GENNARO, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

..--."A -_--- 

Index No.: 103867/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
-against- 

A. C. & S., MC., et ul., 
Defendants. j 

W F R  FFnRF APfPnrlnnt Pnttercnn Piimn f ' r r  hprphv rpnripctc ciimmwv iiirlcrment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Yractice Law and Kules 9 3212, dismissmg plarnWls' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice mid withcut 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
."-.-?!L? 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony De Gennaro 
wmrz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I L E D  , (212) 509-3456 

; p  
I 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 . i 

(N0042173-1} 

454-5130 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For mare information, visit: http:liwww.gfi.com 

http:liwww.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Michele J Page: 4/4 Date: 7/15/2011 3:30:54 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN FU2: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

..--- ____.- ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE DE GENNARO, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY DE GENNARO, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

/ Indcx No.: 103867/02 
/ 

---I -___̂ -.I-. I -- 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a13 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Trendwell Corporation, be and thc samc are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$4 ,2011 

1 

- w 
Michele J. Mittlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony De Gennaro 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

k a 4 - h  

F I L E D :  a 
k AUG 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-22032 

{NOW2173-1) 

This fax was sent with EFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, dUtA$,k#$!com I 



* c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

PHILLIP A, RETAN, 

P1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

INDEX NO. 103869-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and? 

without costs. 

h\lG \5 "" Dated: New York, New York 

M ,2011 OFF\Ce, fl&@ 
GaJN N@JYo* 

ndant Deere & Company 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 5000 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10 103 

SO ORDERED: 



" 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - 4 d 1 - 1 *  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, Ne York 4 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

"--I t: F I L E D  
SO ORDER \ ' AUG 1 5  2011 

1- r 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF 
NEW YORK 

4637628.1 AUG 052011 
J 



IYC. 

CAROL RETAN for the Estate of PHILLIP RETAN, 
and CAROL RETAN, individually, 

Index No,: 103869/02 

Plaintiff( s), 
-Against- 

ACandS, Inc., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 
212.558.5500 

SO ORDERED, 1 
Hon. Sherry Klein fleitler 

ME1 IIY78819v.l 

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 

, F I L E D  New York, New York 10 16 
212.609.6800 



From: FAXmaker Po: Michele J Page: 3/4 Date: 7/15/2011 3:30:53 PM 

SUPWMF, COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

: I A S Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. : 1 03 869/02 
/ 

---_ I_I_- - ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL RETAN, AS THE ADMWISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILLIP. A. MTAN, 

-_ - I -_-___. ..."....,.... .--.,...-".- + ---- LL-.L.l-.. .-_1-1__- *".""".**+."+.--- 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S.. INC, et ai., 
Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hercby requests summary judgmcnt in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

OR.X)ERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
Ppl ,2011 

Z& 72z dk- 
Michele J.  Mittlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yo& New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiff's 
Estate of Phillip. A. Retan 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKO, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
' AUG 15 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
couNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
1235-20250 

{ NO0421 73-1 } JUL 25 20111 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


From: FAXmaker To: Kerryann Cook Page: 4/6 Date: 7/15/2011 3:47:04 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.I--- i I.A.S. Part 30 ”- 

i (Heitler, J.) . ,  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROL RETAN, AS THE ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF PHILLIP. A. RETAN, 

i Index No.: 103869/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S. ,  NC., et d., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defcndmt, Patterson Pump Co., hereby rcqucsts summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, d claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York 
7IPb ’ ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Phillip. A. Retan 

MCGIVNEY & ~ U O E R ,  P.C, WETTZ & LWX&JRG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

-r” 

BUG 1 5  2011 
(212) 509-3456 

BolRJrv CLERK’S oFflcE SO ORDERED 

NEW 
454-5127 

{N004217J-I) 

JUL 25 2011 This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ADRIENN SAITTA and FRANCINE DOUKAS and 
SUZANN SAITTA, as Co-Administratrices for the Estate 
of FRANK SAITTA 

Index No. 1 

&lEg!? 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Lockheed Martin Corp. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ADRIENN SAITTA and FRANCINE DOUKAS and 
SUZANN SAITTA, as Co-Administratrices for the Estate 
of FRANK SAITTA 

Index No. I20392101 

( I I  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

p rej u d ice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: bb3 1 201 1 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

::? / 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFtCE 
NEW YURK 

JUL 25 2011 



FRANK J. SAXTTA (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.)  

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TXSHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

p;urJ 1 5  2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

,./Attorneys for Defendant 

Albertson, New York 11507 
( 5  16) 294-543 3 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK J. SAITTA NO OPPOSITION SUMMAFtJ 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
.... "_______________----------.--------------------.--~------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork? New York + ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

HeTen htoniou McGowm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

a SO ORDERED, 

1 6 I 5 102-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ADRIENN SAITTA and FRANCINE DOUKAS and 
SUZANN SAITTA, as Co-Administratrices for the Estate 
of FRANK S A I T A  

Index N o S o . . $  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

> ~,, , , 'L L :, Attorneys for Plaintiff %~ t 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



From: FAXmaker To: Helen Antoniou McGowan Esq Page: 414 Date: 7/21/2011 12:15:25 PM 

McEhoy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Compan 
88 Pine Strcet, 24 Floor 
New York New York 10005 

z 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

coul'i\y(;LERKsomg~ 
NEiW J-- 

,.A& 

WHFREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Watex Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing p lahWs Complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition I.herel~. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to al l  co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

h 

Frank O h ,  Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1615102-1 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 
AJ?, %, 201 1 n 

By: 
Samiel Goldblatt, E 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Benjamin R. Dwyer 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Patterson-Kelley Company 

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite PILED 0 
Key Towers at Fountain 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 - 

Buffalo, NY 14202 
(716) 853-8100 AUG 1 5  2C11 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

13468349.1 052011 



This Document Relates To: 

DANIEL C .  BLAKE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 1041 06-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMP-Nl, et 
al., 

Defendants. 

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 AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  prejudice and without costs. 

AUG 1 5  2011 

CLERKS OFFlCf 
M O& 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tram US Inc., fWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

NEW YORK 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for PlaintifRs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

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: 

VIVIAN KETELS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH 
M. KETELS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104 166/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York ew York 
TT c r "  ,2011 

Att 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Estate of Joseph M. Ketels 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway FILE% I , New York 10003 

AUC 1 5  2011 A '' i 
couNm CLERKS OF- 

NEW vow 
454-51 17 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH KETELS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 104166/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 7~ , 201 1 
New York, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIVIAN KETELS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH 
M. KETELS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No. : 104 166/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 7-" i;, ,2011 

Estate of Joseph M. Ketels i 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 1 E D I 

WEITZ&LUXENHERG,P.C. 
+ 

New York, New York 10004 w York, New York 10093 L 

AUG 1 5 2011 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235- 18718 

(N0072358-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 1041 66/02 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VIVIAN KETELS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF JOSEPH 
M. KETELS, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I -  

---p L3 ,2011 

Estate of Joseph M. Ketels 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-19251 

(N0072236-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIVIAN KETELS, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH M. KETELS 

Index No. 104166/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ( p  /JL , 2011 

. . .  1- I 

Weitz & Luxenberg -3 zj 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1178 

D lr 
SO ORDERED, ; 131 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIVIAN KETELS, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH M. KETELS 

Index No. 1041 66/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 

c e  Attorneys for Defendant Weitz & Luxenberg 62 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

F718L E D Hauppauge, NY 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

1 AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VIVIAN KETELS, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH M. KETELS 

Index No. 1041 66/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

n DATED: 

I & & ~ d ,  Noriel stan 
GC, Attorneys for Defendant 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 



-- 
JERRY DIAMOND 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

TRGNE US JNC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, 
INC 

Defendants. 

Index No.: ; 02-104308 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa 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 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., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
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 

SO ORDERED, 

d (732) 528-8888 

Honorable S h e 6  K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JERRY DIAMOND 
Plain tiff(s), 

Index No.: ; 02-104308 

magainst- 

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, 
INC. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

ORDER 
Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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, T U N E  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., v d  the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 104308/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

91-r I \ \  

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

D Janine E d r o w n  
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIAVENTURESNC. F 1 L E 
New York, New York 10!271-+0079 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floof = AUG 1 5 cull 
New York, New York 10003 f/k/a BECHTEL CORP~ ; 

: 

So Ordered: 
,"L-.. . -.-.. 

. : :ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSN Y/52043 I / I 

AUG 05 2011 



# 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JERRY DIAMOND AND JOANN DIAMOND, 

Plaintiffs, INDEX NO. 104308-02 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
lp w ,2011 

omCR 
GouN;E\N YORK 

ndant Deere & Company 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10 103 
(3  17) 7n-wnn 

SO ORDERED: 

,---, , I d  Y""" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM J. CAPEK 

7, 
Index No.<04515/02_/ 
120399/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. I 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, 

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 

SO ORDERED, 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, MY I 

i 
i 
I 

;,P,, L E D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM J. CAPEK 

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. 

&, * "\T" Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

fi Attorneys Julie L. M for r Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



WILLIAM J. CAPEK (Deceased) 
fl4515l02) 

120399/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO ........................................................................ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 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 I 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN I 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

tson, New York 1 F I L E D  07 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

294-5433 
SO ORDERED, ' AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFflCE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM J. CAPEK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

&3 ,2011 A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorne s for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

COUNTY CLERK'S BFFK: 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WILLIAM J. CAPEK and MARGARET A. : NYCAL 
CAPEK, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 1045 15-02 
-against- 

A.C. & S.,  INC., et al., : NO-OPPOSITTON SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDEK 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 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. 

, L 4 A\IG 
s OP\CE 

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue @W 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 

(212) 558-5500 

P 

New York, NY 1 0 0 2 2 - 6 0 ~ ~ N 0 ~ ~ W  @' 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN C. O'MALLEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

161 5 102-1 

York 10005 I 

W3JNTY CLERK'S Om= 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. O'MALLEY 
Index No. 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

irejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

*li .I "* ':$ Neitz & Luxenberg %. 

'OO Broadway - 7th floor 
dew York, NY 10003 

Julie L! Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 119 

i -  

E 



1 ;  
i j  

1 j l  

i /  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

i 1 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

1 1  THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
1 

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 codefendants, 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 

2 Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

1 1  New York, NY 10003 
6 

I 

4UL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. O'MALLEY 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

wy;,:;;: 
Julie L. Mkr 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 
Ueitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

% 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

30 ORDERED, i i  
\ AUG 1 5  2611 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

\ 

COUNTY CL€RK'S OFF 
NEW YORK 



JOHN C. O'MALLEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler , J ) 

Indcx No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

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 

coinplaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION; as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Aibertson New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I. U. W illets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

Q5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I opposition thereto, 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN C. O'MALLEY and EILEEN 
O'MALLEY, : NYCAL 

: 1,A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s),: 104537-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New Y ork, NY 10003 599 Lexington Aven * 

(212) 558-5500 York, NY 100 
536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
c h "  CLERK'S w m  

NEW YORK' 
' JUl25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

ELIZABETH CORR, ADMINISTRATRIX AND 
INDIVIDUALLY FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HOWARD CORR, 

Plaintiffs, 'DOSITION 
LRY JUDGMENT 

-against- tO'i AdN AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
1.. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Cowter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$) 13 ,2011 

Estate of Howard Corr 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 i f  

1 
i i  

F I L  
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

BUG 1 5  2071 , 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

WUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED, 
NEW YORK 1122-6997 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY t NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH CORR, ADMINISTRATRIX AND ! 
INDIVIDUALLY FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HOWARD CORR, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND 0RI)ER 

A. C. & S., INC., el al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7/13 ,201 1 

Estate of Howard Cor 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. W E ~ T Z & L ~ ~ R G , r j . C .  F I L E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 1 ;  
New York, New York 10004 New York,NewYork 1000$ AUG 1 5 2011 1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFiCE 

I ,  (212) 509-3456 - 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

1235-6501 

{NO0421 73-1 } 



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 (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPOFUTION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4640402.1 

New York, New York 10017 

Our File-N&&.L 5E D 212-490 30 
1 \ 

MG 1 5  2011 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 05 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C, & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105054/02 

NYCAL 
1.A.K Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 1 
New York, New 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 313-3600 

h 

SO ORDERED, 
- r l G l l l G l  

AUG 05 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SOL L. HITZIG NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N;p,York, New York 
,201 1 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 
---. -\ 



536.10566/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I N  RE:  NEW YORK C I T Y  NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

SOL L. HITZIG, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS * 

TJNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

: Index No.: 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO QBPOSPTLQN 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and t h k r e  being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

E' 
\ 

same are hqreby dismissed with prejudice and wit 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 4 3 8  

st Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



GARY STEVEN HITZIG, as Personal : NYCAL 
Representative for the estate of SOL. L. HITZIG 
and FLORENCE HITZIG, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No. 105078-02 

-against- 

A.C. & S:, TNC., et al., 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 

re hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

*%d 
Alford Kneis, Esq. 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. A 

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 



GRACE LEWANDOSKI, AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROBERT F. 
LEWANDOSKI, AND GRACE LEWANDOSKI 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and $., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
cn %+ ,2011 cz m fi 

INDEX NO. 105166-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

*box- /& 

dant Deere & Company 
- 

Jill Attk erry ' - -  -- - -  c 
Schiff Hardin T T 
666 Fifth A vc.IIuc: 

New York, NY 10 v J  

T Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 A 



This Document Relates To: 

Gerald D. Hahn 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORIE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fkla BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fkla BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

F I L E D  
AUG 1: 2011 

m CLERK'S OFFICE 
LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & @ W ~ F R C .  

Janine E. g o w n  
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

fkla BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMAIPCWCSIDOCSNY/5 I8252/1 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105 177/02 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM D. PULVERMACHER AND CAROL 
PULVERMACHER, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
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 F I L E D  

(212) 509-3456 
AUG 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, 
mUNTV CLERK’S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
2383-26959 

(N0042173-1] 



? 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X r r r_r -_r - -" l_______-______r l l____l______-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: - 05 17 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X ___ l_ l l____-__ -__ - - -_____r________ l_____-  

This Document Relates To: 
100780/03 

William D. Pulvermacher 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: N w ork ew York & q L  

Julie R. Eva&, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

AUG 052011 
4637628.1 



WILLIAM D. PULVERMACHER (Deceased), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _____11"__________1_________1_1______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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 F I L E D  
(212) 661-1151 

AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

‘THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM D. PULVERMACHER AND CAROL 
PULVERMACHER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105 177/02 
! 

Plaintiffs, 0 ,  

i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: N w York, New York 
$1 ,2011 

Kerryann Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Pulvermacher and Carol Pulvermacher 

700 Broadway 

+ F I L  York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

Y 

SO ORDERED, - ’ AUG 1 5  2Ej’l 

W U N n  CLEr‘IKS 
454-10256 NEW YOHK 

(N0042173-1) JU 25 2011 



JAMES W. MCDONALD (Deceased), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant . COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-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. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILBR 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 F \ L E  

(212) 661-1 151 

JUL 25  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l _ _ l _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l r _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ l -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105389/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ " " _ l " _ " - _ - - _ _ l l - _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

James W. McDonald NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York ,r;+ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

New York, NY 10003 

New Our File York, No. New 05335.0 Yor !fgrLED 
> AUG \ 5 zQ'' 
CouN%Eu yORK 

OFFICE SO ORDERED, 

4637628.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 1053&9/02 

CHRISTINE A. MCDONALD, INDIVIDUALLY j 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF j 
JAMES W. MCDONALD, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., el al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in I 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 
,201 1 L c 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
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 F I L E D , ,  (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

! ;  
4 \  

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 ~ ~ 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
1235-1638 NEW YORK 

{N0072358-1} 

'JUL 25 2011 



k 

HOAQLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL FD 
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: 

CHRISTINE A. MCDONALD, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JAMES W. MCDONALD, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-105389 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. Executrix for the Estate of James W. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

McDonald 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003, 

io ORDERED: 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIAN BROWN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF LOREN J. BROWN, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J*) 

j Index No.: 105590/02 
! 
j 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
VI\, ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Loren J. Brown 
W ~ n z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 , F I L E D  

m e  T 5 2011 

McGrwev & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NOOX0939-I 

324-6535 

JUL a352011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER CZERMINSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LILLIAN S. CZERMINSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 105592/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S . ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.,  hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lillian S .  Czerminski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 

700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYork 10003 I L E D f I; (212) 509-3456 

BUG 3 5 2011 ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
PY CLERKS OFFICE 

{N0080939-1} 

MEW YORK 
324-6537 

JU' 957!)17- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J+) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 105625/02 

JAMES R. PELUSO, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROCCO L. PELUSO, JR. i 
AND JANE M. PELUSO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rocco L. Peluso, Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 , New York 10003 - 
(212) 509-3456 i 1 A ~ G  \ 5 ZOl\ 

- r- 
SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1) 

324-6519 

JUL 25 2011~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105623/02 

ALICE B. GOEBEL, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS j 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWARD i 
C, GOEBEL, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward C. Goebel Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 n 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6491 

' t L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 f 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YmK 

{ N0080939- 1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 10571 1/02 
i ROBERT E, KERNS AND THELMA KERNS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 
Robert E. Kerns and Thelma Kerns 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

a 

, F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 - 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
324-6647 NEW YORK 

(N0080Y39-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAE M. MANGONA, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
CARL P. MANGONA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Jndustrial 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 ork, New York 
& 3  ,2011 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

Index No.: 105712/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Carl P. Mangona 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ew York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, AUG t 5 2011 1 

CLERKS 
324-6648 NEN y Q w  

IN0080939-3 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Howard H. Haberer, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S,, NC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMb-.IR 
MOTION AND ORDER 

JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE &' COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice':; 
I /  1 u,w 
I 

,.;I1 without costs. 
h W L .  

Dated: New York, New York 
ca % ,2011 

ndant Deere & Company 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10103 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: I 



' 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LUCY WALDRON, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE i 
ESTATE OF WESLIE M. WALDRON AND 
LUCY WALDRON, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York %!\4 ,2011 

1 Matthe D Sa par, Esq. 
Attorney forxfendant  Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Weslie M. Waldron 
WE~TZ & LUXENREKG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{NOOX0939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH G. MILLER AND JUDY ANN 
MILLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,; e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
1 \ \ 3  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNW & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kenneth G. Miller and Judy Ann Miller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D ,  

(2 12) 509-3456 \ 558 -5500 : 1 

AUG 1 5  2011 -: 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K W  Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

324-7013AF 

(NOO80939-I } 
3UL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES 0. HUGHES AND EVANGELINE 
HUGHES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105715/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New; 4 p 

Matt w D. ampar, Esq. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

SO ORDERED, - AUG 15 2011 

NEW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James 0. Hughes and Evangeline Hu 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

: 
F I L E D ;  (212) 509-3456 

1 

cou~Ty CLERK‘S OFFICE 
324-7073W 

{ N0080939-1} 
‘JUL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105717/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN M. YEDINAK AND JEANETTE 
YEDINAK, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,,  hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
d t q ,  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New Y ork 10004 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 s  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John M. Yedinak and Jeanette Yedina 
WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

COUN-~ y CLERK‘S OFFICE 
324-6719AU NEW YQRK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo,:d6&d 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR ! ' 112271/02 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs \J 

a Safeguard I n h h i a l  Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of David Lamob 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No&;> 

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATmX : 112258102 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York &; ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

$\ 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York I0004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

(2 12) 509-3456 

Estate i f  Darrel C. Covert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 $\LED 
AUG \ 5 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1) 

324-6723H 

JUL 252011 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

hcreby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIE 
NEW YORK 

q \ ? f l \ t  

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 f/k/a BECPITEL CORP. 
212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

New York, New York 10271-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

- -  So Ordered: 

,::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/S2043 1 / I  



HOAQLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST B 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNflrVICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BERNADETTE BRENNAN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JAMES BRENNAN, and BERNADETTE 
BRENNAN, Individually, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-105777 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ittorneys for Defendant, 
(oh I e r Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 48 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Estate of James Brennan, and Bernadette 

io ORDERED: 
Honorable Werry aein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES BRENNAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 105777/02 

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 321 2, 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

ph 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I 2) 558-5500 

(21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06440882.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES BRENNAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105777/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

717 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

n (212) 521-5400 

AUG 1 5  2011 

US_ACTIVE-I 06491 744. I 



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: 
Bernadette Brennan, Individually and 
as Executrix for the Estate of James 
Brennan, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S .  Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 5 7 7 7 / 0 2  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. I n c . ,  

hereby requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section § 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario I 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim: 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plaste  

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without co 
t i  

4 Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Bernadette Brennan, Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 
Individually and as Executrix I n c .  
for the Estate of James Brennan 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 

le NO.: 10924-4704 

So Ordered: 



JOHN B. Mc DONALD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S.  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., I N C . ,  hereby requests suininary 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 there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest I to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
7\ 9 ,2011 

MUTY, DEMERS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

*I 'y<+(- 

% -4 

WEITZ & IAJXENBERG, P.C. 
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 

6) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 



536.10567/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STA.TE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sh 
This document r e l a t e s  to: 

: Index No. : 
JOHN B. McDONALD, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

rry Klein Heitler) 

1 0 5 7 8 9 / 0 2  a 
(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 

: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
e t  al, , : S-Y JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition t he re to .  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
' . -  

8 "  
+ 

A M  1 5  2011 

FFLANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. wK+,-r 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 

United Conveyor Corporation 
7 2  Eaqle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 1% ' 

- 
' P.O. Box 438 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN B. MC DONALD NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_____._______-__________________________--~----"------.------~------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York ?' ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

b He1 n Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

1 6 15 102-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN B. MCDONALD Index No- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: L 2.a ,2011 

Attheys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

AnndM. DiLAnarho ' 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

' I  ,FIB, 
SO ORDERED, - AUG 1 5  2 0  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- ,~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN B. MCDONALD 
20394101 

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 

"Fr *"L."A. 
s 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg % , 

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. 

DATED: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

+--=- Attorne for Defendant 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

i 
! 

SO ORDERED, II 

COUNTY CLEWS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN B. MCDONALD 
Index No. 120 

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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Anna M. DlLon\ardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY C1.ERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN B. MCDONALD 
-39410 1 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg ' >  I 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

J u l i y  er 
Attorne s for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppai 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH LAVIERO AND NANCY LAVIERO, 
j Index No.: 105870/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
41 \ 3  ,2011 

Matthkw V p a r ,  Esq. 
Attorney for efendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph Laviero and Nancy Laviero 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 1 

324-67027 

W T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O’F NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index N o / d  
: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS MICHAEL WIMMER AND DONNA 
WIMMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

i WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with I 
prejudice 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 Indflstrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Tndustrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadwav 

New York, New York 10004 New York, Niw York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

OFF’= 
324-6704A ~ ~ ~ ~ v w ~  y mK 

JUL 252Q11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SARAH WEAVER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DAVID WEAVER, AND SARAH 
WEAVER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

j 
j 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David Weaver Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 / I New York, New 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1) 

York 10003 F 1 L E D 
r b  



SUPREME COURT OF TI4E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: I 1  
j 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN A. COX, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PHILLIP R. COX, AND ELLEN A. 
COX, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

suminary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules tj 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendact, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York %I\, ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs \\, 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Phillip R. Cox 
WEITZ Rr. LUXENSERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 IiJ 

Y (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 I y  

SO ORDERED, 

GQUN L i CLERK'S OFFICE 
324-848 I NEW YORK 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRISTINE L. MONTEROSSO, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
DAVID G, MONTEROSSO, AND CHRISTINE 
L. MONTEROSSO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105873/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David G. Monterosso 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 OOQ3 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. F 1 L E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ... ' * AUG 1 !I 2011 

Q O U N ~  CLERK'S O F W E  
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

(21 2) 509-3456 

324-6652 

(N0080939-1) 



E I 

CHRISTINE L MONTEROSSO, 
INDIVIDUALLY AND AS PROPOSED 

G. MONTEROSSO, 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DAVID INDEX NO. 105873-02 

Plain tiffs , 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEEM & 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 DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York AUG 1 5  2011 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 101 03 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDE 

‘JUL 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105874/02 

FRANK J. COSTELLO, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
?.I \i ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank J. Costello 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

j ', 
SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 4 , 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
324-66435 NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heiller, J.) 

'THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICEIARD J. CONKLIN, 
Plaintiffs, 

j Index No.: 116 & 
-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et ai., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York >I\, ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard .I. Conklin 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. W~r- rz  & LUXENBERG. P.C. 

D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 0"' 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2041 

324-8757 NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS QFFiCE 

{ N0080939- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index <+%> 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
% I \ ,  ,2011 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony J. Fiocco 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ndustrial Equipment Co. 

! 
J 

IVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

15 2011 ~ 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

3244706AB - 7  

(NOOS0939-I) 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J,) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD CARRIER0 AND ROSEMARIE 109689/02 
C ARRIERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

ork, New York 
,201 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald Carrier0 and Rosemarie Carrier 
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 F I L E D  (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 !I 2011 

COUNW CLERK'S OFWE 
324-67066 NEW YORK 

{ N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
Marion Barthold, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of William 
C. Barthold, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. Et S., Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 

(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 105877/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section fi3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario S 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

fq'L E Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
7- 3- , 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Marion B a r t h o l d ,  I n d i v i d u a l l y  M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
and a s  Administratrix for the Inc. 
E s t a t e  of W i l l i a m  C .  B a r t h o l d  177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New 

So Ordered: 
Won. Sherry K. Heitler A M  05 2011 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105877/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Ma BECHTEL, CORP., 

hercby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

h 

Frank Ortiz 
Attornuys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

F I L E D 4 !  1 

COUNTY CLERKS OF%€ 
NEW YOAK 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAZNE & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

.:~ODMtVVPCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 1 / I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RITA C. HASKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD 
HASKINS, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105990/02 

j 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND 0RX)ER 

A, C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 31p’ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Haskins 
WElTZ & 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 

F I L E D , ;  (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1 ,  

3 4  

AUG 1 5  2011 9 ,  

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YOAK 

324-6429 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10005 

FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
71 1' ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Efelen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS ORFCE: 
NEW YORK 

161 5 102-1 

JUL 25  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index N e . 106 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEAN 8. TOWELL as Administratrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL and JEAN B. TOWELL, 
Individually, 

12 1 004/0 I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Le ,2011 J .  

Attorneys for Plainti 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. der 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  
1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, 

Q(Jl&JrV CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEAN B. TOWELL as Administratrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL and JEAN 6. TOWELL, 
Individually , 

121 004/01 

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 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: pk ,2077 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L 3 e r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

F I L E D  7 

AUG I5 2011 SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFI(=E 

Jtw r n T O ? P  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

IndexN 0 . 060211 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEAN B. TOWELL as Administratrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL and JEAN B. TOWELL, 
Individually, 

121 004/01 

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. 

G(L4 ,2011 
ra DATED: 

y"b, \+* Weitz & Luxenberg ?* 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  ! 
SO ORDERED, 

AUE 1 '; ?Iff! 

COUNTY CI-ERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



JEAN B. TOWELL, as Administratrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL, and JEAN : I.A.S. Part 30 
B. TOWELL, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No. 10602 1-02 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _-________*""---_______l__lr____________"------------"----------~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

1' Q 4% 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, PT 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 rk, NY 10022-603q \ \* 

6-3900 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

8'8 Pine Street; 24& Floor 

ROBERT CIRO MASTROMANO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e > T j  New York 
,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

oniou McGowm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 

161 5 102-1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) ORDER 

X Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests sumnary 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 & CONSTRUCTJON CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

'Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 J.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

294-5433 
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: 

ROSE MASTROMANO as Administratix for the Estate of 
ROBERT ClRO MASTROMANO, and ROSE 
MASTROMANO, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Co. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

P a y ,  N Y F 7 1 8 L  E 
L 

i E. 
I F  AUG t 5 2011 SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICF 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No 0 1060351 
121004/01 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE MASTROMANO as Administratix for the Estate of 
ROBERT ClRO MASTROMANO, and ROSE 
MASTROMANO, Individually 

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. 

ww.\-=* 

\% %, Weitz & Luxenberg %. . 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. K{r 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No 0 106035/ 
121004/01 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE MASTROMANO as Administratix for the Estate of 
ROBERT ClRO MASTROMANO, and ROSE 
MASTROMANO, 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 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: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
(L.-- Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROSE MASTKOMANO, as Administratrix for the : NYCAL 
Estate of ROBERT CIRO MASTROMANO, and : I.A.S. Part 30 
ROSE MASTROMANO, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No. 106035-02 

-against- 

A.C. & S.,  INC., et al., 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 CLERKS ma 599 Lexington Avenue 

New York, NY 10022- pjv VORK 

SO ORDERED, 



~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106223/02 

BEACH TERWILLIGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR i 
THE ESTATE OF GARY R. TERWILLIGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I 
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

~ 

j NO OPPOSITION 
1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

I dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

A. C. & S., INC, et al., 
Defendants, ! 

1 prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

~ 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

i prejudice and without costs. 

~ 
Dated: New Y rk, New York 

*y,4 ,2011 

~ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gary 8. Tenvilliger 

700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

I L E D  MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. WEI’TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

- AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICI 
NEW YORK 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

. -  
--_ 

SO ORDERED, JUL 2 5  2011 

324-6438 

{ N0080939-I } 



? 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1062271(/02 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 New York, NY 10003 

n 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 313-3600 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106242/02 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/#9 ' 20'1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
~ I itler Hen, S h e v K .  t 

US-ACTIVE-1 064871 42.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S- 
NEW YQRK 



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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

AMES EDWARDS 
TY, DEMERS & McMANUS 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Attorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD J. ZOYHOFSKI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 106242102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/*, 2011 

h 

Judith A. Ya*, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Teed Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

&UG I 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06494630. i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
- - - - - r - - - l l - - - - - - - - l - I - - _ - - - - - - - - _ - - - - -  - X  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

- - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - ~ _ - _ - - - - - - - _ -  -X 
This Document Relates to: 
DONALD J. ZQYHOFSKI 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 6 2 4 2 / 0 2  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims 

and cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn,, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Donald J. Zoyhofski 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
2 1 2 - 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

F I L E D ;  
A AUG 1 5  2011 

Cul len a n 5  Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Burnham LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 1 1 2 0 1  

Our File No.: 11084-1 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID SPITZ, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
IRVING SPITZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C ,  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 ?f\* ,2011 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106266/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Irving Spitz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F I L E D ;  

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 4 

' AUG 1 5  2011 ." 
New York New York 10003 ~ 

(212) 509-3456 00 r .  

SO ORDERED, 

- 

, ( 1  I 

324-6427 

{N0080939-1} 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment I 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York F E D  

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

VAHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS- 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE M. WALSH 
Index No 1062731 a, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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: q / c  , 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff flC~.ll/7cI & 11, 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. der 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE M. WALSH 
Index No. f&&) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

(llac- 
Julie L. M r 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE M. WALSH 
Index No.(& 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys Weitz & Luxenberg for Plaintiff ~ w ~ l w * ~ ~ ~ ~  %-* \ ,"t % Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D ,  
AUG 1 5  2011 



5 3 6 . 1 0 5 6 2 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

30 
e Sherry Klein H it1 

”-------- -- -2 
: Index No.: p 0 6 2 7 3 / 0  

GEORGE M. WALSH, Deceased, i20388/01 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
: 
: Group) 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

r) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

t Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

r Helen Antoniou McGowm, Esq. 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

F I L E D .  
so ORDERED, 1 AUG 1 5  2011 

16 I5 102-1 



* NYCAL DANIEL J. WALSH, as Executor for the Estate of : 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) GEORGE M. WALSH, 
Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

* Index No. 106273-02 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
_____"r_____----_______________l___ll__r------------------------- X 

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-60$ 1 b. 
2i2)  536-3900 AuG 1 : tpu'il 

r q  MFICE couNn cLE\-clf % <- NEW 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein eitler 

JUL 25 2011' 



3ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
-LJUNTY OF NEW YOFK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

__---__"-_-___________1_____1______1____~-------~-~-----~--------~~----~ X (Heitler, J.) 
This Docuinent Relates to: 

X ___-1_____1____1_______l___________l____-~---------------~----~--------- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No 

062771 D JAMES R. SKENE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO _L____I-__1-_____-_-________________I___------1----~--------------~----- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests sumnary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre*judice and 

without costs. 

I 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 

~ H M U T Y ,  DEMERS & MCMANUS 
-Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

A M  05 2011 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES R. SKENE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
. _ _ _ _ * - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N/y  York, New York 
.7 I ,2011 

Weit& Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

. - r  

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

161 5 102-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES R. SKENE and VIVIAN SKENE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

Attorneys for Plaintiff \-I" % 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

h Attorneys Julie L. M for r Defendant 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES R. SKENE and VIVIAN SKENE 
Index N o m  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: 2011 DATED: 2011 

Julie L ! e r  
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

W 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

I$ for Defendant 
Lubni IGsd Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES R. SKENE and VIVIAN SKENE 

Index No. 120 &Z> 
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. 

bC24 ,2011 DATED: 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



536.10562/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherrl 
This document relates to: 

JAMES R. SKENE, 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et a1 + ,  

Defendants. 

Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

pr'ejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

f same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c 

AUE 1 5  21111 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintif & FLIh! 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

_,.New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



: NYCAL 
1 I.A.S. Part 30 JAMES R. SKENE and VIVIAN SKENE, 

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

: Index No. 106277-02 

1 NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: ,JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDEH Defendants. 

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 P Y E  CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

F I L E D . ;  $ 
' ', 

AUG 1 5  2011 ' i  

/!%anfC$iz, Esq. 
WE1 & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 

COUNT( CLERK'S OFFICE &/,A / (212) 536-3900 - . - 1  .--,I 

SO ORDERED, : 
Hon. Sh&$Klern'f-leitler 

NEW YUKK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROBERT F. PORCELLA SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

I6 1 S 102-1 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F F I E  
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO ........................................................................ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. ,  INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 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 there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION , as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Alber o , New York 
27% ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

K AUG 1 5  2011 

VAttorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT F. PORCELLA, SR. and GEORGIA 
PORCELLA 

Index No.- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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: p9. LI? I L3 ,2011 
/;?) #.4*j; ~ 

--l *%s&*&@’y - <,J LA.* 

hV Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans,Memorial Highway 

NY 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT F. PORCELLA, SR. and GEORGIA 
PORCELLA 

Index No.>GF28&Q’& 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

4 
Julie L. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrv Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT F. PORCELLA, SR. and GEORGIA 
PORCELLA 

Index No.- 

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 herkby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
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 

This Document Relates To: 

ROBERT F. PORCELLA SR. and GEORGIA : 
PORCELLA, : NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) Plaintiff( s), 

"against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

: Index No(s).: 106283-02 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: .JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X --______________________________________~---~------~~~"~~ 

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. 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 F I L E D  
(212) 536-3900 

AUG 1 5  2011 
SO OR.DERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
_ _ _ l _ _ - - l _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ l _ - - - - - - - - - - - I - - I - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

X _________l_________"l___l___l__l_______l- 

This Document Relates To: 

, -  I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * - - - - - - - - I - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
7/26/71 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERE 

~~ 

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 D i  

4367606.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X.D. CAPLES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

,2011 
Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24ih Floor 
New York New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

I.D. CAPLES 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 106314/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 1 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway ph 

(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06440898.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 106314/02 

I.D. CAPLES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. x w w  REED MITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 12) 558-5500 

'1 

i r  F I L E D i  
AUG 1 5  2011 - ! L  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S t k y ' k  . Heitldr 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-108491786.1 



..I 

HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON Sf 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSNCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
~. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MILDRED R. CAPLES, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of I.D. CAPLES, and MILDRED R. 
CAPLES, Individually, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-106314 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:pd-> I\ New Brunswick, NJ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Attorneys for Defendant, Mildred R. Caples, as Personal 
Kohler Co. Representative for the Estate of I.D. Caples, 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 and Mildred R. Caples, I 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

BV-SCOTCH-11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.2' D 6457 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM M, ALMOND AND GLORIA R. 
ALMOND, 

109434/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
>!,I ,2011 

M a t t h 4  D. Sahpar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-670lB 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j LA.% Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.> 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106507/02 

LELAND KIRK WEBSTER JR. AND PATRICIA ! 
ANN WEBSTER, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Leland Kirk Webster Jr. and Patricia Ann Webster 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

324-6439 

(N0080939-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

i I n d e x N f i Z J  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY CELESTE AND CONCETTA 
CELESTE, 

1 10850/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC, et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
91 \ \  ,2011 

Matthew D. S ar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony Celeste and Concetta Celeste 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

1 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

AUG 1 5  2071 *j 
SO ORDERED, - 

324-6713M 

(N0080939-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STA 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'E OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. BUCKLEY 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

I 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, E D  . ! ,  
CrJT 9 :j 2311 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. BUCKLEY 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

/ 
DATED: 

" Y  Noriei Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 252011 



1 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; IndexNo: 06508/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FARO P. VITALE AND JOANNE VITALE, 

Plaintiffs, 

dun2 
-against- j NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
’ ,2011 

Matthew par, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Faro P. Wale  and Joanne Vitale 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

c 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, [ L E D  
3246713AT 

(N0080939-1} 

AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK’S 8FfICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. BUCKLEY 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs 
i 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

. F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

~ AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

&lL 2 5 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FARO P. VITALE 

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. 

Attofneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

,Ut_ 2 5  2011 t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. AND JEANNE LA 
DIEU, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., NC., et a]., 

Defendants. 

JNDEX NO. 1 10790-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, ,dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant D E E M  & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

'5, 2* Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Deere & Company 

Schiff Hardin LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10103 

n 4 (212) 753-50:O 

JUL 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S, Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo. 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY AND KATHLEEN M. 
BUCKLEY, 

1 10848/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Yo k, New York -I,\ ,2011 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

John C. Buckley and Kathleen M. Buck 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NOOSOY39-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERINE POMPOSELLO, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LEONARD POMPOSELLO, AND CATHERINE 
POMPOSELLO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New rk, New York 
Qi,? ,2011 

Att E Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Leonard Pomposello 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway - AUG 1 5  ‘cot1 
York, New York I0003 

CLERK’S oFFlG0 
WUNV NEW yoRK. 

3246713AO 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANN ZAITA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF VINCENT J. AULETTA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

Index No.: 106509/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York %I\,.’ ,2011 

6- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Vincent J. Auletta 
WEITZ, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I L E D .  (212) 509-3456 

d 
SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 

324-6431 NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

(N0080939-1} 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DEAN HARP, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF RALPH J. DE GEORGI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106574/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Y rk, New York 1p\, ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant ’ 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 

Estate of Ralph J. De Georgi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

3 2 4 -6 6 7 0 

{ N0080939- I 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106577/02 
! FRANK HUBER, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 

THE ESTATE OF JOHN K. HUBER AND 
FRANCIS HUBER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 
Estate of John K. Huber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVFJEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 Y ork, New York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 

(N0080939-1} 

324-6671 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK ROKITKA AND EMMA ROKITKA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

INDEI 0 06578-02 

A.C. and S., INC., et al,, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, FLL3ED ism si 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this act&@add5 2011 

there being no opposition thereto, COUNTY CLERKS OFF'lCg 
NEW YORK 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a -  %7 ,2011 

Attorneys far Plaintiffs Deere & Company 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Sch'iff Hardin LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue . 
New York, NY 10103 
(212) 753-5000 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMY L. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

1 13267/02 ! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York + ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Harry Trimm 

700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

0 -_ (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-6853AU JU: 3 5 ?Off 
{N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N o . : d e  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AARON O'BRIEN, 1 13939102 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
7 r l 3  ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Aaron O'Brien 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYork 10003 
(212) 558-5500 k 

F I L E D 
? t  (212) 509-3456 

AUG 1 5  2011 SO ORDERED, p- .- 
I &  * 

COUNTY CLERK'S QFF16& 
NEW YORK 324-6720AC; 

{N0080939-1} 

JUL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARLENE PRIMEAU, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ! 
CTA FOR THE ESTATE OF LEONARD 
PRIMEAU, AND ARLENE PRIMEAU, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No. 1066911 w 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ; 

WHEEFORE, 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Leonard Primeau 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

wejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

3ATED: 7/< ,2011 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
TOO Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

~~~~ 

N re1 ta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Ha uppa ug e, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ 
50 I 2/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, 'and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ds 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff- / M I A f u l  Fm''' 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ 
a 501 2/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: q!yy ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff P W l l ,  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

’ 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans MemoiialTHi 
Hauppauge, NY l’W88fi 

.- ” fl\!,jG t 5 2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



TMc:CC@pk) 
61911 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidxkd 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 pl&Ws complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New Yo&, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, 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. 

m, fl,&e/h-+/L 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 "c 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
5-7306-02 

p) * 5 4 -j z o l ~  
IC OF& 

i4 C+EPK cv mw y0k7K C L J W  

AUG 052011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN R. FREDERICK, and CAROLINE K. 
FREDERICK, Individually 

Index No. 109589/06 

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 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 201 I 

r/Veitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

Attbrneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN R. FREDERICK, and CAROLINE K. 
FREDERICK, Individually 

Index No. 109589/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co.,  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: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Ca. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 'I 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY ! 1 13809/02 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNfl&%& 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+[’ ,2011 

l i l p i  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William L. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New York 1 0003 

Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

32468581 

{ N0080939-1} 

cu 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN R. FREDERICK, and CAROLINE K. 
FREDERICK, Individually 

Index No. 109589/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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: f7K ,2011 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

50 ORDERED, 

! 
r 
! - 
1 

c - 
Hon. Sherry Klelh Heitler 



CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, Individually and as : lndex NO. 109589/06 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN R. FREDERICK, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC.,agI. : 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Xnc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
7/17 /,/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

I 

By: 

700 Broadway 264 We'st 40t" Street ll"w:h' 
New York, New York 10018 ' 

I ' New York, New York 10003 

J 

j 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 ,,,Ey,v;s OWGEL 
CQuPTTyN&,, yoAi.< i- 

Dated: New York, New York 
.- 

SO ORDERED: 

0 5  20fB 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWvlCK 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: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-106693 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD6MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko hle r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO 
New Brunswick, New Jersey OS* 

SO ORDERED: 

ElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
AAttorneys for Plaintiffs, 
'Donald J. Krentz 
i o 0  Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ AND IRENE KRENTZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 0 
115012/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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, New York , T u  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald J. Krentz and Irene Krentz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 New York, New York 10003 , 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

j r  
SO ORDERED, i P -  +.. I AUG 1 5  2011 1 

WUNW CLERK'S OF- 324-6879AE 
NEW YORK 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA M. WILLIS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HENRY H. WILLIS, and BARBARA M. WILLIS, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

A I  DATED: ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Robert A. Keasbey Go. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

-- 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

. 2 5 20\fEW YoRK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA M. WILLIS, as Executrix for the Estate of (KEgY528-02 
HENRY H. WILLIS, and BARBARA M. WILLIS, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: ,2011 A /  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA M. WILLIS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HENRY H. WILLIS, and BARBARA M. WILLIS, 

3:9b&l 8528-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

[:p/-- DATED: ,2011 

I 
;tz, bf* Julie L. Mer 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 5  2Gfl 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

W L  252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HENRY WILLIS AND BARBARA M, WILLIS, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- / NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 
~ I 

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 Y rk New York 
,2011 

\ 
Matthew D u r n p a r ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Henry Willis and Barbara M. Willis 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1) 



' 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, - 118525/02 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

I n d e x N e S  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., JNC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 

M a t t h e w  ampar, Esq.- 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNBY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6859AT 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1 18982/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I\\\ ,2011 

Matthew .Sa ar,Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

' 

f i  
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 r .  

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 

W N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
324-68591 NEW YORK 



TMc:ccapb 
61911 1 

. SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD STERNER 

WHEREFOE, 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 plaintiffs coniplElint against defendant Consolidaed Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims wnd cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edisan Company of New York, Inc., be and the Same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and Without costs. Ep\ L E D; 
i;";ii" , 

AUG \ 5 lo'' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintXf 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
Y ork, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
Mew York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Our FiIe No 
S-6157-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD L. STERNER and MARGARET STERNER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (JLM ,2011 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

7%&- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. k r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hi 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD L. STERNER and MARGARET STERNER 
Index No. O@ 

114859/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. , with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Go., 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: (n(* ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD L. STERNER and MARGARET STERNER 

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: 

2&%TZ& 
Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

i 

_I 



' TMc:CCCjpk)' 
*6/21/11 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD CHIMERA 

INDEX NO. 
106708/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
fl 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6 170-02 

JUL 2s 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j LA.% Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106708/02 

JAMES P. CAHILL, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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, New York A,. ,2011 

I- 
\ 

S a f e g u a ~ s t r i a l  Equipment Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James P. Cahjll 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

324-68603 

(N0080939-1} 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j T.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA DAY AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF RICHARD J. DAY, SR., AND 
LINDA L. DAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et a/., 
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. 

r 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Richard 1. Day, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 'r ;  New York, New York 10003 1 4, 

I '  Al l6  1 5  2 b j l  (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, muN1.Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
WEW YORK 

{ N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD W. MORSE, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 106806/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Edward W. Morse 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(N0080939-I) 

JUL 25 2011 



LAWRENCE W. LUTTRELL, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -------______-"_1_-----------------------"---------------------------- 

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 

-. rn*d,-IAA(+4\' 

9.3,r8, I I 

- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

hXELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 
SO ORDERED: 1 

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



GEORGE E. MEIROSE (Dec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___1_______________"__l__rl_____________------------------------------ 

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 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 0 3 I I /  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PZaintig 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

I 
SO ORDERED: 

MARIN eOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave. Suite 501 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

JUL 25 2011 



JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, as Executrix for the 
Estate of EMILIO DI FABIO JR., and JOAN 
MARIE DI FABIO, Individually, 

: 
: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Plaintiff(s), : 
Index No.: 107222102 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et 
al., 

: F I L E D  
Defendant( s). AUG 1 5  2011 

r---------_ll______"_r____________lll___--"-----------~------------ x 
COUNTY CLERKS 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby rb@%ty%mary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-I\ 60 ,2011 

By: Evan L. Browne, Esq. 

& DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, .C. AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, as 
Executrix for the Estate of EMTLIO DI 
FABIO JR., and JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, 

a & X +  

Individually T: 212-593-6700 
I F: 212-593-6970 

1021338v.1 



-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada lnc. 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 'l'lie Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, ew York ~7b7 f l .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

A Company and GyqdysCanada Inc. 
n 

"J ~j .') S z e Ratcliffe, Esq. 

700 Broadway 264 West 4.0'" 
New York, Ncw York 10003 New York, New York 10018 ' -- . 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 A$ 15 Zo1' 

~ ~ ~ @ & & i 6 a i - N a i n i 7  Esq 

Street 



ROSE P. DEAN (Dec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHBmFOM, 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 0 3. I 1 

WEITZ 8z LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainriff 
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 10528 

hXELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COI IN'TY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

'JUL 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

~ I.A.S. Part 3 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 108040/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Floyd Cady Sr. and Shirley L. Cady, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7//” ,2011 

Steve T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRrseors BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Floyd Cady Sr. and Shirley L. Cady 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 
I 863- 1 I 629 I L E D  -2 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 f3 2011 

COUNN CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4834-2105-4729, I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j NYCAL 
1 I.A.S. Part 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 108040/02 
j 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

This Document relates to: 

Emily H. Janca, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of Richard Janca, 

Plaintiff, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 

A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Steve T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAhRD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Emily H. Janca 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 232-1300 New (212) York, 558-5500 New York 1 F I L E D .  
1863-9941 

AUG 15 2011 . 

COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

4828-0803-0217.1 JUL 25 2011 



WILLIAM M. KOPCHO @ec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X --__"______-----___I____________________------"----------------------- 

WHEREFUIW, 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. 

OBDERED, 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 0 +. rg. I I  

< & e l l *  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i J.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO; n 
i Index Ne:: ij 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO AND MARY 
INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- \ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N y  Y;;dpNew, ;’;; 

FCe.U4”udkh Ac/\ 
Michele J. Mi~leman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishrnan Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph Intrabartolo and Mary Intrabartolo 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway PLED 

, New York 10003 
A’% 1 5  2011 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS QFRCE 
NEW YoM 

{ NO072355-1} 

2383-24941 W 

AUG O S  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO AND MARY 
TNTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
7f- - ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patters& Pump CO.  
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph Intrabartolo and Mary Intrabartolo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100OJ 3' F I L E D  * (212) 509-3456 I L  

SO ORDERED, 1 R"" -- AUG 1 5  2011 

4543586W NEW YORK 

c 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

{ N0072382-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO AND MARY 'T 139/01 
INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
c ,201 1 

I 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

(N0072236-1) 



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. 108136/02 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO and MARY 
INTRABARTOLO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: &a Q ,2011 

Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
\lew York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

J U l 2  5 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TXSHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

ttorneys for Defendant 

SO ORDERED, 



536.10335/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sh 
This document relates to: 

WILLIAM J. DOWD, 

rry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 

: 
: Group) 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

GARRITY , 6RAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plain & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorrieys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

7 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
..P 0 .  Box 4 3 8  

&-€€anover, New Jersey 07936 
3 

- 

Klein Heitler 



TMc:CC(jpk) 
4/71 1 1 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILLIAM DOWD 

I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Eclison 

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. 

RICHARD W. BABINECZ, ESQ, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

SO ORDEED: 

Our File No 
5-4 182-02 



, -  - - I *  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

X I 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
--I\\\\\/ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Y 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Our File No. 0533 $AaPIL E D 
AUG 1 s  2011 

C O U N ~  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 052011 
4637656.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i I n d e x e T 5  
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH H. HELLER AND MARY HELLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 / JvMalr 

A%orney For Plaintiffs 
Kenneth H. Heller and Mary Heller 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway i 

New York, New York 10003 F I L E D \ \  (212) 509-3456 
; \  

AUG 1 5  21311 1 :  
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 2383-249418 

(N0072355-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH H. HELLER AND MARY HELLER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., i MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
T " I V  5 ,2011 

-& E .  P'bhmdnd 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Kenneth H. Heller and Mary Heller 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

I 

1 

F I L E D  
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

( *  

AUG 1 5  2011 - SO ORDERED, 

JUL 25 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH H. HELLER AND MARY HELLER, j 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., i MOTION AND ORDER 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests s m i a r y  

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 v l 4 b  ,2011 

- 
+i3tn €- K r b b w J  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kenneth H. Heller and Mary Heller 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 F I L E D ;  New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

a 
SO ORDERED, 1 AUG 1 5  2011 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 1122-9283 

(N0072236-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A,S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.GO8 15'7102) 
/ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: /------- 

KENNETH H. HELLER AND MARY HELLER, 122 1 3910 1 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
T " l h  s ,2011 

%d Pibhrrrnd 

Kenneth H. Heller and Mary H 
WEVZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorney or Plaintiffs ;,? 

1 k E D 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 4 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 AUG 1 5  2011 * 

(212) 509-3454 (212) 558-5500 
COUNn CLERKS 0- 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

1235-8785 

(N0072358-1] 



612011 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of  New York, h c .  1 
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, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the sarne are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

New York,NY E D 
F AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlCE 
NEW YORK 

Our File No 
S-5 180-02 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 
A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Index No.: 108196/02 

Ron, Sherry Klein Hcitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiff's Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey (20. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Greenberg Traurig, LLP 
200 Park Avenue, 15* Floor 
New York, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A, Keasbey Co. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys far Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

SO OFtDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

I 



536.10569/AJM 
:UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JOHN 5. OWENS, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

YORK 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant  to 

civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFAL( 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

"Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN J. OWENS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New ork, New York ,v, ,2011 
Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

161 5 102-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

KATHLEEN OWENS, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN OWENS, AND 
KATHLEEN OWENS, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

INDEX NO. 12 1099- & 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in 'the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEE= & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 - 9  w 2011 

ndant Deere & Company 
Frank Ortiz '* 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10103 

D 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERE 



JOHN J. OWENS (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I .A.S.  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.)  

Index No 

pp 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. P $  
b f ?  h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs , Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h w g l e i n % e i t l e r  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHLEEN OWENS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN OWENS, and KATHLEEN OWENS, Individually 

Index N p F o g $  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 p [ t 3  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
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: 

KATHLEEN OWENS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN OWENS, and KATHLEEN OWENS, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

x Attorneys Julie L. M for Defendant 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Hi hwa 

Hauppauge, NY 1 $ 8 1 L  D 
AUG 1 5  2011 

w ~ y  CLERK'S OFFlC 
p&w YORK 

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

KATHLEEN OWENS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOHN OWENS, and KATHLEEN OWENS, Individually 

Index No.$&&& 
121 099/01 

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. 

DATED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff byy< 
% Weitz & Luxenberg \<. 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

J u l i M r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, 

?5 20m 

NY I 1788 

F I L E D  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

KATHLEEN OWENS, as Executrix for the Estate : NYCAL 
of-JOHN OWENS, and KATHLEEN OWENS, : I.A.S. Part 30 
Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), : lndex No. 108535-02 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. 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 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. 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Adrneys for Defendant AU5 "i ?n\ j  
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 599 Lexington Avenue COU~n C;J-[;KS Or'FICf 
(212) 558-5500 New York, N Y  10022-6030 

(2 12) 536-3900 
NpdJ : 3 N K  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry-Klein Heitler 

JUL 252011 



'. . = 
. *  \ 

- against - 
A.C.&S. ,NC. ,e ta l . ,  

Index No.: 1 O89WO2 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEIREFORE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summztry judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
0-A ' 7 ! 2 0 1 1  

11 

- Dana M. Northcraft, E h \  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey 

SO ORDERED, 
couNdT/ CLERK'S 

NEW yoRK 

AUG 05 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS ‘I,ITJGATION 

‘I’HIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SARAH WEAVER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF DAVID WEAVER, AND SARAH 
WEAVER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105 +fi&23 

NO OPPOSITION 
- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David Weaver Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

YorklOOO3 F 1 L E D 

(N0080939-I } 



SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10 
/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS MICHAEL WIMMER AND DONNA 
WIMMER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et GI!., 

Defendants. ! 

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 110 opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Indgstrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

pre-judice and without costs. 

Matthew -par, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVN~Y & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

. 1  (2 12) 509-3456 

4. SO ORDERED, 

(NOOX0939-1) 



SLPREME 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.) 

j Index No.:- 
TI-IIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM M. ALMOND AND GLORIA R. 
ALMOND, 

Plaintiffs, 

09434 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND OFtDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all eo-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

pre+judice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York > I , , ’  ,2011 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

WCJTL & LUXENDERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6701B 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOC 

HENRY T. 

.UMENT RELATES TO: 

MCLOUGHLIN 
m g 5 ' 0 1  Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: 201 1 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Atto r n i y  s for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

c Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

- - "I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Krein Hbitler ,.* + CGKS OFf \G 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN 
0395/0 I 

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 

wejudice and without costs. 

3ATED: co.( 2 . 4  ,2011 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff 

'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
rlew York, NY 10003 

"*,** :+>> -*( 

Neitz & Luxenberg %'*.* %,=\ 

50 ORDE RED, 

Attorneis for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 

JUL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN 
Index N 120395/01 

/-4-@35&Q 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

4tto : ys for Plaintiff 

DATED: 

d & Luxenberg 
- 7th floo 

Vew York, NY 10003 

Julie . er 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorney Y for Defendant 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 



I Thomas M c C m  NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  
WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 

I being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, ew York 
7/22fl\  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 

SO ORDERED, 

462 1551.1 



536.10338/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

T h i s  document relates to: 

THOMAS MCCANN, 

Plaintiff, 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 
120395/01 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I 
I DATED : 

East, Hanover, New Jersey 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eaqle Rock Avenue, Suite 3 5 0  

SO ORDERED, 



536.10338/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable 
This document relates to: 

THOMAS MCCANN, 

Plaintiff, 

.. Hei t 1 

Index N o . :  (I 
120395/01 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

r )  

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOMTION. 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NO OPPQSITfClN 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

Q same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost@. - -  

' i: 
a DATED : 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . 0 .  Box 4 3 8  

n d m ,  New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

Jut 252Ol1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, 3.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i 1ndexNo.:- 

THOMAS MCCANN AND KATHERINE 
MCCANN, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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, Tislman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York -7;ci. ,2011 

Thomas McCann and Katherine McCann 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F E D ;  i 

(212) 558-5500 
1: 

(212) 509-3456 
AUG 1 5  2011 ; 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

MEW YORK 
2383-249455 

(N0042173-I } 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME CO'TJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitla-, J.) 

; IndexNo.: 120 
THIS DOCUMENT' REFERS TO: 

THOMAS MCCANN AND KATHERINE 
MCCANN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 CFOSS claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
t / /Y  ,2011 

Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Strcct-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas McCann and Katherine McCann 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

w York, New York 10003 ' 

(212) 509-3456 , .  

SO ORDERED, 
I T  < *  

. .  Ab6 1 ;; 2311 

CoUNn CLEHK'S OFFICE 
257 1-08961 NEW YORK 

(N0042173-1} 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

THOMAS McCANN, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

X -___"_l_rr_-____------------------------"--~--------"------------ 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. 109543-02 
-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. 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 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 W N E  90. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 711 II 
I N e b  York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n I  
SO ORDERED, 

Alford Kneis, Esq. 

for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-6030 
(212) 536-3900 F I L E  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN 'THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 109549/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fWa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. - F \  D 
Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-5 5 8-5500 

f/Wa BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 

238-4800 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sh 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/S2043 I /  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK CATALAN0 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109549/02 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

717 201 1 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New Yor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(212) 558-5500 

ph 

(2 7 2) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heifler 

US-ACTIVE-106440928 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANKCATALANO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 109549/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 9 2011 

vitz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-54.00 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 08491 81 5.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X -l--l---------------__________ll____l 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X 

This Document Relates t o :  
Helen Catalano, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Frank 
C a t  a1 ano , 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 9 5 4 9 / 0 2  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario 6 

DiBono Plastering C o .  Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

F I L E D  I n c . ,  be dismissed with prejudice and withouL,/cos 

Dared : Brookiyn, New York 
7/15 , 2011 

Matthew T. MacInty&e, E s q .  
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
He1 en Ca t a 1 ano , I n d i  v i d u a  11 y 
and  a s  Executrix f o r  the  E s t a t e  
of Frank C a t a l a n o  
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 

hl1en"and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
Inc. 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New York 100 
10924-5186 

So Ordered: 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 109561/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Ma BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

q \q \ \  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

Janine V r o w n  
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

fMa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(212) 238-4800 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
7/1dr ,2011 

z& 7z d 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C . 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Attorneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

*UG 05 2011 



Y 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle! 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

Samuel oldblatt, Esq. 
By: f c q  

Benjamin R. Dwyer E 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

143 2-,2011 

By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, F I LED 
i 

- r \  2011 180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaz&UG 1 5 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 
Buffalo, NY 14202 ~ ( E W  / CLERKS OW'CE 

t ~ E ~  y o R ~  

SO ORDERED, 

13468349.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 10963Y02 
This Document relates to: 

Candida Almozara, Individually and as Executive for the i 
Estate of Manuel Almozara, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiff, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 
A.C. & S. Inc.., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7//* ,2011 

+md 
Steve T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Candida Almozara 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITiI LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10005 New 700 Broadway York, New York 10 F I L E D  03 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 
1863-5590 &UG I 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
m ~ w  CLERK'S OFFICE 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
48 13-7482-420 1 1 " I  L. 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105&76/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD CARRIERO AND ROSEMARIE 
CARRIERO, v 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC.) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 

ork, New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald Carriero and Rosemarie Carriero 
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, AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNT'Y CLERKS OFFICE 
324-6706G NEW YORK 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1058J6Lff 
ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE c,-+y1097 1 O/ 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

, ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%/\I ,2011 

ampar, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

S a f e g d  Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGlWEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Anthony J.  Fiocco 
WEI’I’Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 D 

15  2011 7: 

(212) 509-3456 
.? 

SO ORDERED, ‘OUNTy oFRcE 
NEW \(OR/( 

324-6706AB -7 

{ N0080939-I 

JUL 2 5  2018 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: MARCH 2011 FIFO ........................................................................ 

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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

FRANK ORTIZ 
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Success 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

(5 16) 294-5433 

Interest to TISHMAN  REAL^ I L E D 
AUG 1 5  2011 

New York 11507 
COUhJTY CLERKS OF- 

5 t h  

-- 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 109854/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,//<.J u/! 
LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

- 
Janine E. B& 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. AIJG 1 5 20" 

120 Broadway, 27th F~oocoUNTY CLERKS 
New York, New York 10271 -007y 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 fMa BECHTEL COW. 

EW YORK 21 2-558-5500 

12) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

. : :ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNYh I 8252/1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 105 

KEITH R. JAKWAY, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE i 
ESTATE OF JOHN M. JAKWAY, AND JUNE i 
JAKWAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

0 0297/0 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Ca., 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 ork, New York + ,2011 

Attornev&&ef&dant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG1;’NEY & KLIIGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of John H. Jakway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 D ,  (21 2) 509-3456 

& “ j %  # * ii, g 5 2011 n 

SO ORDERED, -- 

324-7013X 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH CY. MILLER AND JUDY ANN 
MILLER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 1057 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- \ NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ,\ \,'1 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kenneth G. Miller and Judy Ann Miller 
WEI'TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D -  / I  

r r n  r r n n  
> ,  . ,  

SO ORDERED, 
AUE 1 5  2011 

(2 12) 509-3456 ('7 1-71 JJ@-.J3uu 
,m 

'Y 

Hon. Sherry K%&-Heitler COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

324-7073AF 

JUL 2 5  ZQV 
{ NOOX0939-I ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LUCY WALDRON, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF WESLIE M. WALDRON AND 
LUCY WALDRON, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Weslie M. Waldron 
WElTL & LIJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

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: 

LUCY WALDRON as Executrix for the Estate of WESLIE 
M. WALDRON and LUCY WALDRON Individually 

Index No. 110319/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: L 2 0  ,2011 

L Attorneys for Plain tiff 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

u Attorneys Julie L. er for Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-_ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO; 

LUCY WALDRON as Executrix for the Estate of WESLIE 
M. WALDRON and LUCY WALDRON Individually 

Index No. 110319/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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: .bU, 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorne s for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- . . - - _. - - __ . . . . 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LUCY WALDRON as Executrix for the Estate of WESLIE 
M. WALDRON and LUCY WALDRON Individually 

Index No. 110319/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

- 
Atforneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

? FFLED 
SO ORDERED, i . ,  

f -  jki$JG I 5  2011 

CLERK’S OFFICE 
W W  YORK 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

I 

INC, f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/kh BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A& f S  2011 

' O U N R  CLERKS 
7\rr( \ \  

om= LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE &%%&OR@. - 
\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0079 

-4800 

So Ordered: . 
Hon. 

AUG 05 2011 , ::ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 I / I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1 , A S  Part 30 : (Heitler, J,) 

i I n d e x N Q a  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA DAY AS THE EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF RICHARJI 1. DAY, Sa., AND 
LINDA L, DAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

6806/02 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Richard J .  Day, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

? ?  
: \  AUG 1 5  2011 ~ 

SO ORDERED, CQUWY CLERKS OFFICE 
&W YORK 

324-67081, 

JUL 252011‘ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEITH R. JAKWAY, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN H. JAKWAY, AND JUNE 
JAKWAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C .  & S., JNC., et nl., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 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. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of John H. Jakway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

SO ORDERED, 15  2011 ; (2 12) 509-3456 

‘O’NW CLERKS OFFICE 
324-7073X NEW ~ O R K  

{ N0080939-1} 

JUL 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FARO P. VITALE AND JOANNE VITALE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al:, 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
+\ iq  ' ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Faro P. Vitale and Joanne Wale  
W m z  62 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 fi is;! 
324-6733AT 

COUNTY C L E W S  QFFICE 
NEW YQKK 

(NOOX0939-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FARO P. VITALE 
Index N f i & & 3  
106508 2 

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. 

Atto fne ys for Plaint iff 
Weitt 8 Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 BMCE Inc. 

Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

\ ,j @I\ 
SO ORDERED, 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. AND JEANNE LA 
DIEU, 

Plaintiffs , 
INDEX N p 5 y z d  

' 106508-02 

-against- 

A.C. and $., NC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, deFendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant D E E M  & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
ca * , 201 1 AUG 1 5  2011 

fl -%.Mf I! ~ r / '0' -&-. +. 
COUNTY CLERK'S OfflCe 

NEW YORK 
(_ mr, J,J- \ 1' i !/ -"' < *". ..A, 

-. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 

ndant Deere & Company 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

10103 New York, New 
(2 12) 558-5500 

E D  

SO ORDERED: 

York 10003 New York, NY 

JUL 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. BUCKLEY 
Index No. I 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: blvn ,2011 \ 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 
888 Veterans Memorial Highwa 
Hauppauge, NYFI lp& E 

JUL 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. BUCKLEY 

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. 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

. F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 5  20fl 

COUNTY CLERKS Or-== 
NEW YQRK 

t ftjt. 2520111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. BUCKLEY 
Index No. 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Drejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

I 
3ATED: * -k+!z--, 201 1- 

- 7th floor 

Noribl'Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

1 .  k 
;O ORDERED, ! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS 1 JTIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY AND KATHLEEN M. 
BUCKLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York TI\\ ,2011 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MUGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

John C. Buckley and Kathleen M. Buck 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York I0004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

I 

&G I ' ; \ c  
U' ~ L "  . I 

SO ORDERED, 

(NOOXO939-I } 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME cowr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY CELESTE AND CONCETTA & 
CELESTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

324-6713M 

(N0080939-1) 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CATHERINE POMPOSELLO, AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LEONARD POMPOSELLO, AND CATHERINE 
POMPOSELLO, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al,, 
Defendants. 

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 codefendants, 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$;k; New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs i: 

Estate of Leonard Pomposello ) i'u, 

W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway + /";*,$?, ! J LO11 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 ' 

New York, New York I0004 
(2 12) 509-3456 , - -  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K l e a  Heitler 

(N0080939-1) 

324-6713AO 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, 3.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

Index No.: 1057 & 

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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Darnel C. Covert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

324-6723H 

(NOOX0939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David Lamob 
WEITZ & LUXENI~ERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1) 



1 

Phyllis Gach, as Executrix of the Estate of Michael Gach 
and Phyllis Gach, Individually 

/ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY I 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER I 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
COFWORATION, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST TO A.E. 
CLEVITE, INC. AND J.P. INDUSRIES (herein after “MCCORD CORPORATION”), 
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, 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 

AUG 05 20lll 
4 127097.1 



This Document Relates To: 

Michael Gach 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL COW., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

NG \ 5 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

$J<)W' CLERKS omCE 
WVORK 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & F O B  P.C. 

I h r  F 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES N C .  
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York. New York 1027 1-0079 

. : :ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCS NYl5 I 82521 1 Jlk 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- 

Howard H. Haberer, 

Plaintiffs, 

magainst- 

A.C, and S., N C . ,  et al., 

De fendan ts , 

INDEX N d i l 2 5 8 7 - 0 9  
105713-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with #rej$dic 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

11 X h * ! l L  

A& 1 . j  2011 

COUNTY CLEWS OFFEE 
CII %Q ,2011 NEW y a  

Attorneys 6 r  Plaintifr- . .  
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg Schiff Ha ~ rdin LLP 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

New York, NY 10 103 
(21 2)  751-5nnn ,---, .-I .."-- - An 

SO ORDERED: 2 



4 '  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK ROKITKA AND EMMA ROKITKA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, E J& E I? 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this act&&dcl5 2011 

there being no opposition thereto, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFQ 
NEW YORK 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
, a  - ILV ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Deere & Company 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Schiff Hardin LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10103 

- (212) 753-5000 

SO ORDERED: 

JUL 252011 



RAYMOND F. WEBER (Dec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
__________________"_________r_________ll-----~--*--------~------------ 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 apposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

700 Broadway hXELER-DORR-OLII/ER BOILER 
New York5 New York 10003 
(2 121558-5500 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: m 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMY L. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY TRXMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 106580/02 p - v  

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et a]., 
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 ork, New York %l \q  '2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ew York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

JVI ? 5  ?Of?' 324-6853AU 

(NOOX0939-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GERALD E. ALLEN AND SHIRLEY L. 
ALLEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

INDEX NO- 
276-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
k 7yfl ,2011 

1 1  
C-UNN CLERK'S ' 

NEW YQRK 
ndant Deere & Company 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10 103 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 753-5000 

SO ORDERE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1 
WILLIAM J. BERTON AND GLORIA 
BERTON, 

P 1 aint i ffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

INDEX N 0 . P  

I Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOm, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
% 

’e 
defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are 

without costs. i‘i 

b, 
4, t 

Weitz & Luxeoberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 101 03 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

A.C. and S,, INC., et al,, 

Defendants. 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

INDEX NO. 12090 & 

WHEREFORF,, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and RuIes $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be'and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

AUG 1 5  2011 Dated: New Yark, New York 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE-. 

NEW YORK 

ndant Deere & Company 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Schiff Hardin LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10 
(212) 753-5000 

SO ORDERED: 

03 

JUL 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES SEBASTIANI 
Index No. I 1  3280/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

e DATED: 3bru 2 7  ,2011 

700 Broaawa! 
New York, NY 

e DATED: 3bru 2 7  ,2011 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Hi 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 5  2011 

i 

L 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES SEBASTIANI 
Index No. 11 32&0/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

r 
DATED: L- 2 9  ,2011 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
I1 Hauppa . .  

JUL 2 5 2011 

L. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES SEBASTIANI 
Index No. 113280/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

p rej ud ice and without costs . 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: %tu -2 7 ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

888 Veterans Memorial High 
Hauppauge, NY 

JUL 2 5  2011 

:\C 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
X __-r-------------___________1_11________----------------------~~"-- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______________"_11______________1_1___1_--_--------------~--------- 

This Document Relates To: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, as Executrix for the 
Estate of EMILIO DI FABIO JR., and JOAN 
MARIE DI FABIO, Individually, 

: 
: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Plaintiff(s), : 
Index No.: 113640/02 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et 
al., 

: 

Defendant( s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway & DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, as 
Executrix for the Estate of EMILIO DI 
FABIO JR., and JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

&SL 
Individually T: 212-593-6700 

F: 212-59316970 

F I L E D  

FFlGE 

. 

SO ORDERED: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

102133%. 1 

AUG 0 5 2011 



C.' . ..b 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

EMILIO J. DI FABIO JR. and JOAN M. 
DI FABIO, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No. 1 13640-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 
Including MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant Marmont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5754 

' KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 

SO ORDERED, .~ . 

AUG 052011 
Hon. Sherry Klein Mt le r  

" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

' defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York *pt7 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William L. Carpenter 
WElTZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 

(21 2) 509-3456 

c o u ~ ~ - f  CLERKS oWCE 
NEW YORK 

324-68581 

(N0080939-I ) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 10669 2 + 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AARON O'BRIEN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 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 (j 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, New York J\ 3 ,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yoxk, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Aaron OBrien 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYork 10003 F I L E D (212) 558-5500 t 

K (2 12) 509-3456 
' 7  

SO ORDERED, ' r. . *. " ' AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

324-6720AG 

(N0080Y39-I) 

3UL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CLAUDIA M. SEAY, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF EZELLE SEAY AND 
CLAUDIA M. SEAY, INDIVIDUALLY, INDEX NO. 1 14044-02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 

-- ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC.,&d. 
Defendants. 

---- ----------- ------ ---- --".---".- .. ----- - ------x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

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 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 AUG 15 20'1 

New York, New York 100 18 I 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114483/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. W a  BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL COW., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZA LUXENBERG, P.C. LANDMAN CORSI BALLAlNE & FORD P.C. 

AQ 
Janine d B r o w n  
Attorneys for Defendant 

AUG 1 5  201t 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 

120 Broadway, 27th Floor CLERK'S 
New York, New York 1 027%v%!,c,~, vnRK 

21 2-558-5500 
/ A  

(212) 238-4800 
l Y L v r  I Y .  .. - 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS8'DOCSNY/520007/1 



VITO CONTI, 

-against- 

TRANE US INC., 
INC., et al., 

Plaintiff( s), 

'Ida AMERICAN STANDARD, 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 02-1 14483 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, NC., be and the same are hereby dismissedqith 

prejudice and without costs, F I L E D . ;  
1 :  
i i  

AUG 1 5  2011 . ;  

/& & o @ e F F I C E  I 

RK 
Keith M.O'Connor, Esi. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(732) 528-8888 fi 052011 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 106 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARLENE PRIMEAU, AS ADMINISTRATRIX i (AfiE5 CTA FOR THE ESTATE OF LEONARD 
PRIMEAU, AND ARLENE PRIMEAU, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., el 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. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Leonard Primeau 
WElTZ & JLIXFNBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KT,I,IGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

3246900AL 

(N0080939-1) 



TMc:CC@l) 
6/91 J. I. 

WHEREFOR.E, defendant Consolidakd 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 plaintiffs complaint against defendant: Consolidp ated Edisan 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clairns and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edism Company of New York, hc,, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NeN Yorkflew York 

WELT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 Y ark, Inc. 

4 Inring Place 
Mew York, NY 10003-3598 

SO OTCDEWD: 

Our File No 
S-6 157-02 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD L. STERNER and MARGARET STERNER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUM MARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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. 

f& 73%c JA- 
Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, \L .- 
Hon. S h e  

Hauppauge, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD L. STERNER and MARGARET STERNER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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: i-nc-;F. ,2011 .r 

/ C '  \.,* P&, 9"7& & - 
Julie L. Mer' 
Attorneys ?or Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz 8, Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

JUL 25  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD L. STERNER and MARGARET STERNER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp:, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: (%[\ \a?, , 201 1 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

888 Veteran 
Hauppauge, 

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: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN R. FREDERICK, and CAROLINE K. 
FREDERICK, 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 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: ,2011 

Attortieys for Plaintiff v J/ 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attbrneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN R. FREDERICK, and CAROLINE K. 
FREDERICK, I nd ivid ually 

589106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

ludgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

orejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

mjudice and without costs. 

IATED: q k  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
'00 Broadway - 7th floor 
Jew York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLona'rdo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN R. FREDERICK, and CAROLINE K. 
FREDERICK, Individually 

9589106 

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: G!l< ,2011 

‘Neitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
Yew York, NY 10003 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, 



: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., gal. : 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. 

J 

i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

r r  

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 

05 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE K, FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY i ' 109589/06 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN RONALD FREDERICK, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i I n d e x N 6 s  

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Ronald Frederick 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYork 10003 F I L E r) 

i 
i 

SO ORDERED, w 

AUE 1 5 2011 i 

(212) 509-3456 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ - _ - ~ _ _  "__._-_-..__...---.-....-...-.~..-"~---"~--"--------------- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LAS. Part 30 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No,: 115012/02 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This Document Relates to: 

DONALD KRENTZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
%\b ,2011 

- * ,. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hden Antoniou McQowan, h q .  
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 

1 New York, New York 10005 - 

SO ORDERED, A% 1 5  2011 

I61 5309 JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ 

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: 7lk- ,2011 - N riel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

&P- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff- m d a /  Fm’C’ 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
. ?  Hauppauge, F 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry KleinMeitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ 

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: q/f- ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff f l  ; & h a [  - I / ,  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Mem 
Hauppauge, NY 1 EAriCE D % 

AUG 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ 
Index Nofi;/;3 
106693/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

1 &62ii;ifi Weitz & Luxenberg --/n*hd h(/* a Attorneys N re1 ta. for Maria Defendant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1  88 

E ;  1 :   ED 
SO ORDERED, - AUG 1 5  20ff  

Hon. Sherry Kleinwitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LIlIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ AND IRENE KRENTZ, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10 
[ 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. j ~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 ork, New York 
71 \7  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald J. Krentz and Irene Krentz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGCR, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 ip.  - , r: 17 - - I 

Y 

{ N0080939-1) 



TMc:CC4jpk) 
6/94 1 

Our File No 
5-7306-02 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

DONALD KRENTZ 

WIEREFORE, defmdmt Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursmt to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New Yo& Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New Yo& Inc,, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Nkw Yo#, New York 

V' WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Attorney for efendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

3 
P - 6 3- 

' , ~ ? $  \,iwspr 
; r r s a  

SO ORDERED: :,., ' 

" ? 13 + J C  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD ANTHONY CHIMERA, and SHIRLEY G. 
CH I M ERA, Individually 

Index No. 116076/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: , 2011 
/7 

\ 
Attorneys for Plain~Ssrnrr  )tl q. Andrew M. Warshauer 

Attorneys for Defendant Weitz & Luxenberg 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 700 Broadway - 7th floor 

Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 d*,* 

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: 

SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD ANTHONY CHIMERA, and SHIRLEY G. 
CHIMERA, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 116076/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2011 

6/3s/ 201 \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Saiue fleifwitz, ESY. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Y 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

k Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D  I 
AUG 1 5  2011 + 

m T Y  CLERK'S OFF ICE 
NEW Y r n  

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SHIRLEY G. CHIMERA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD ANTHONY CHIMERA, and SHIRLEY G. 
CHIMERA, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 116076/02 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: , 2011 

Weitz & LI 
700 Broac 
L I  \ # - . . I .  

_ -  

for Plaintiff Smite\  M e i ~ i f z ,  e. 
uxenberg 
lway - 7th floor 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP tvew YorK, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

UJ 
W I  

JUL 25  2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

WC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEIRED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
AuC 17; 

CLLFjK'S OFF\= 
7/l(!L.J) 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAH&!QED FW 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

fMa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271 -0079 
(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMiVPCWCS/DOCSNY/5 I8252/1 JUL 252011 



HOAQLAND, LDNQO 
MORAN, DUNST B 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON 5T 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNWCK, 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: 

EUGENE O'BRIEN and JANE O'BRIEN, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 17398 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
2 l 2 . 7 - 1 1 1  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
(0 h le r Co . 
$0 Paterson Street 
Vew Brunswick, Ne 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Eugene O'Brien and Jane O'Brien 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

5 0  ORDERED: 

BV-SCOTCH-19 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I ______________________t______ l_______  - - X  

_ I______________________________f_______  X 

EDNA MCCUE, Individually and a8 
Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOHN J. MCCUE, 

Plaintiff ( S I  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

Index No. d m  
01/116146 
98/111076 
95/126822 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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 f/k/a 

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 costs. 

Defendan t  
D GENERATION LLC 

ontague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  



* -  r 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

P .- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BERNARD SIKKAS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No,: 118207-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fWa 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., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 h Manasquan, New Jefsey 0 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

(732) 528-8888 8 F P L ~ ~  
R .- " AUG 1 5  2011 1 

' COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 05 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN M: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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. 

M a t t k e b A  ampar, Esq.> 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

{ N0080939-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106 
! HENRY WILLIS AND BARBARA M. WILLIS, p%% 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Y rk New York 
-t-[,4 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Henry Willis and Barbara M. Willis 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1) JUI. 2 5 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA M. WILLIS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HENRY H. WILLIS, and BARBARA M. WILLIS, 

106695/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: 201 1 

Attorneys for P l a i n t i ~ ~ Q ~ ~ ~  \ 
Weitr & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

CQU~I-Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

I, " . 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BARBARA M. WILLIS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
HENRY H. WILLIS, and BARBARA M. WILLIS, 

106695/0 

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: , 2011 

it I 2/ bl* I Julie L. Mer 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

W U N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

W L  25  2011 

i 

d 



SUPREME COURT. OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10 

j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

! NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
l l h  ,201 1 

Matthew . S a  ar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 3 0003 F I  

\ 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 

GQUNTY CLERKS OFFICF 
NEW YORK 324-68591 



.r 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

L .- 

WILLIAM J. BERTON AND GLORIA 
BERTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
% 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Att rneys for De ndant Deere & Company 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 101 03 

Frank Ortiz Jil Jk erry t 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 753-5000 

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CGCjpk) 
61241 1 1 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES SEBASTIANI 

INDEX NO. 
12008 1/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7 h \ q  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. :- Attorneys WEITZ & for LUXENBERG, Plaintiff .C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-8619-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD M, PITTSLEY AND HELEN J. 
PITTSLEY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., etal.,  

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard M. Pittsley and Helen J. Pittsley 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, New York 10003 

AUG 1. 5 2o1\ 
CLERK‘S O F W e  Swn NEW YORK 324-6815Y 

(N0080939-1) 

JUL 2 5 2011’ 



Y 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

'I 
* -  

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, 

INDEX N O . ' $ 2 0 9 0 d  
11 3279-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant D E E E  & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICF- 
NEW YORK 

ndant Deere & Company 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fif3h Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10 103 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

JUL 25 2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer L Page: 35 Date: 7/15/2011 3:28:39 PM 

SUPlUME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
-.lll .-I.. -l_l 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 1059 17/04 

CHARLES JOHNSON, NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(@, SUMMGRY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC,, (ARMSTRONG 
CONTMCTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WELL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (I‘WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment i~ the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint agdmt Defendant Weil- 

McLain With prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: -21 I b ,2011 
New York, New York 

SINGER & MAHON 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fox Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

,* 
New Yak, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.corn 

http:/lwww.gfi.corn


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ c c - 1 - 3 _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - ~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I I 7olr 

Charles Johnson 

I Matthew Mclntyre, Esq. d 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index <rJ 
10 17/04 

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 (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

- ---. - 

2 12-49O-NOO 

f\GE SO OIZDERED, 

4663580~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CHARLES JOHNSON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 7 Z k  By: 

A d f a  &, 2011 

&&fCu 7 /??L=~A$-  , Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company AUG \ 5 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant,, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 50 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

2021 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 05 2011 
13468349.1 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 12191 1/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURI33 INC, fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. - -  

Dated: New York. New York 
t 

LANDMAN CORSI B A ~ ~ K . C .  
NE 

Janine E%rown 
Attorneys for Defendant 

1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

New York, New York 10271-0079 
38-4800 

So Order JuL 2 5 zo'' 

. : :ODMA/PCDOCSII)OCSNY/5 1 825211 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122434/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MATTHEW DANIEL ZUREK AND STELLA 
ZUREK, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 

Attorn Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Matthew Daniel Zurek and Stella Zurek 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. hi 

New York, New York 10004 ! L E D  i 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

324-6791 NEW YORK 

(N0080939-1} 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 123 166102 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
c 

/ , F I L E D  
- .  AUG 1 5  2011 I 

LANDMAN CORSI B A L L A m M & &  OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

fMa BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0079 
(2 12) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMA/PCDOCSIDOCSNY/S 18252/1 
JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DIRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 10529 
X 

fl This Document Relates to: 

Robert E. Doyle 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 13,201 1 ,~ 

- AuG 1 5  2021 
T-c JJc- 

(-7 5- 1 1  

Charles Ferguson, E s q f  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff( s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Robert C. Malaby, Esq. 
MALABY & BRAD 
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

1 
I' 

SO ORDERED, 



Harold Birge 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No: 123226/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 
~ 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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 (herein after “MCCORD CORPORATION”), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs, 

SO ORDERED, 

/-/---+- 
Julie R. EviGiBsq. / 

New York, New York 10017 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No.: $ O l O p I p  E D 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 05 201f 
463970 1.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ _ -  x 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124 120/0 1 

William J. Smith NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

r - _ _ _ r - _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ - - - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

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 (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ 

New York, New York 10017 

Our File No.: $ O I O r  E D 2 12-490-3000 

AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 05 2011 

463971 7. I 



WEICEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Compmy of New Yo& fnc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purmant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiEFs complaint against defendant Cohsolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, dl 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. 

v. fl/,kRC/JYllvr/* I,! 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainm 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-929842 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JACK NIELSEN and GERTRUDE NIELSEN 
index No. 12433WO2 

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: 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, I L E D  
" A ~ G  I 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JACK NIELSEN and GERTRUDE NIELSEN 
Index No. 124339102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. I hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 5 y 1 *  ! le ,2011 

2 b-J 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

SO ORDERED, 

L PUL 2 5 mn' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JACK NIELSEN and GERTRUDE NIELSEN 
Index No. 124339/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: T v m *  \ L e  ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie L. Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THERESA PAOLINI as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EMILIO PAOLINT, and THERESA PAOLNT, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et. al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 124397/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Tnc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+if ,2011 

c 7  
, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc, 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

New York, New York 10005 (212) 558-5500 

4843-6482-5353.1 

i"iW 0 5 2Qldl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 124397/02 

EMlLlO PAOLlNl 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/*201 I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York 10022 
ph 

(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D .  
1 

AU6 1 5  2011 - 

US-ACTIVE-106486319, I 

3UL 25 2011 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 124397/02 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOlA VENTURES INC. f/Ma BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECMTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL COW., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4 4  I \  

Frank Ortiz 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAlNE & FORD P.C. 

SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. AUG 1 5  2011 

UNTY CLERK'S 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 2 12-558-5500 
New York, New York 10271 -Om NEW YORK 
(2 12) 23 8-4800 

So Ordered:- 

. : :ODMA/I'CI)OCS/nOCSN Y62043 1 / 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

EMlLlO PAOLlNl 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124397/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. v( 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

h 

(2 12) 558-5500 

Jud#h]A. Yavitz, Esq. 
RE@ SMITH, LLP: 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06492343.1 

J U I  25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNE A. KING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CONLEY M. KING, AND JUNE A. j 
KING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
,\\, ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Conley M. King 
WEITI: & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

4 New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNT( CLERKS oFFlcE 

New York, New York 10003 
AUG 15 2011 

NEW YORK 

324-7153M 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREMlE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

c___ X 

Y X 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMESMIMS, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

Index No.: 02-125551 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUlmURY 
JUDGMlENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

TRANE U.S. DTC fAdn AMEJUCAN STANDARD 
INC., et 01“ 

Defendants. 

-X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TICANE US. N C  fMa AMERICAN S T N A R D  NC., sued 

herein as “TRANE US. INC. (Individually and as successor to AMERICAN STANDARD NC.)”, 

liereby requests summary judgment in tlie above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T W E  U.S. INC f/Wa 

M R I C A N  STANDARD INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TRANE U S .  INC ElIda AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice. and without costs. 

Dated: J - rv z&, zo\\ 
New York, New York 

Dcrell Wilson, Esq. 
EARLY & STMUSS, LLC 
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20‘” Floor 
New York, New Yark 1001 7 
(212) 986-2233 Manasquan, 

Iteith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC. 
Attorney for Defendant 
TRANE US. INC 
2430 Route 34, 

(732) 528-8888 I’ 
’ AUG 1 5  2041 

COUNTY CLERKS OFmE SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., ct al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 125907/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1,aw and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FUL'TON ROILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKDlIRED, lhat upon notice 10 all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant F U T O N  BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
7 \ \A L\ /' 

" 

Frmk OrtiqTlsq. 
At L oriic y [or P 1 ai nt i i'fs 
Wcitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 Hon. .. 

CQUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ARLENE IANG, as the Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. SWANSON, and ARLENE LANG as the 
Executrix for the Estate of GRACE L. SWANSON 

Index No. 125907/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: %w 2 2  , 201 1 

W K z  & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Norigl Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGE, 
NEW YORK 

JUL 2 5  2011' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I1 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ARLENE LANG, as the Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. SWANSON, and ARLENE LANG as the 
Executrix for the Estate of GRACE L. SWANSON 

Index No. 125907/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: s m + , % x  ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

i i  F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

1, i- AUG 1 5  2011 
I "  



HOAGLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NNV BRUNSVVICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEV'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 4au 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

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. 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-125907 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

;omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

iOAGLAND, LONGQ, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
Vtorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
SO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

J O m  RICHMOND, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Arlene Rush, as the Executrix for the Estate 
of William J. Swanson, and Arlene Rush, as 
the Executrix for the Estate of Grace L. 

F I L E  Swanson 
700 Broadway 
New York, I\1y 10003 I 



BILLIE W. SELF AND CYNTHIA L. SELF, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

INDEX NO. 127400-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 1 5  2011 ; i 

COW-Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

dant Deere & Company 

Weitz & Cuxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10103 
(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 753-5000 

SO ORDERED: 

JUL 25  2011 



1 .+ * 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK MONASTERO AND CAROLINE 
MONASTERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants, 

INDEX NO, 127406-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cIaims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
?h 6 3Q ,2011 

I \  
/ 

Y i“-” * **”!, ? I *‘ 

*( g I **1*1 k . , ” 7 p A  .; _,  ,,’ w 1 

*\ ’ ,I , 

1 .  
- . \  

> . \  ’ Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

A 

F I L E D .  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNN CLERK’S OFFlCe 
NEW YORK 

ndant Deere & Company 

Schiff Hardin LLP 
666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10103 
(2 12) 753-5000 

SO ORDERED: 

‘JUL 25  20lt 



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 _______________I_______________l___r____ 

ARA NELL MURPHY, Individually and J A N  
MARIE MURPHY as Executrix for the Estate 
of JAMES F. MURPHY, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Heitler, J.) 

98/113121 
98/111047 

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 plaintiffs’ 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 costs. 

Dated: Brooklyp, New York 
11 

rney for Defendant 
GENERATION LLC 
Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

UL 252011 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

_________________________l_ll___________ 

X 

CASIMIR R. STASZAK, 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. d s  
00/108845 

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, all claims and 

Ff'LED * :j 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the sa 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brookly New York /+UG 15 ZQl' 
7 iifl , 2011 

and Dykman LLP 
ey for Refendant  Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
AL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
ntague Street New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
.. 
.- 

This Document Relates to: 

Harvey L. Fleitman 

Index No. 119394/00 
100588101 

( - m m  
NO OPPOSlTJON 
SIJMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, thal upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 22,201 1 e;-;+ 

Charles FergusonJZs 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 - F I L E D  (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



FERRONE SR., VINCENT T. (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

1 19394/00 
1006 16/01 

-p7m 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York , F I L E D  
- AUG 1 5  2011 

i ERKS OFRCE- 
'. tiUUNly L -  

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 

.-CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

AMES EDWARDS NEW YWK 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

(516) 294-5433 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

JUL 23 2011 



SI PitEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C:CAJNTY OFNEW YORK 

- -  

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

This Document Relates to: 

Clyde Frasier 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo. 124 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Jul-y-X, 201 I 

\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff( s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New .York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks Inc. 
150 Broadway, Syitc 60 
New York, New York 1 

Hon 



FRANCIS A .  LESNIAK (Deceased) 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

S & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.  U . Willets Road 
Albertson. New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon.&?dy Klein Heitler 

AUG 05 2011 



5 3 6 . 1 6 5 8 4 / A J M  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I N  RE:  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

FRANCIS A. LESNIAK, Deceased, : 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable ,,,erry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 1 0 2  174 / 0 1 <zz7 
(May 2011 Monthly FIFO T r i a l  
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
STJMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, ,hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

DATED AUG 1 5  2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
qttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

ew Jersey 0 7 9 3 6  

SO ORDERED, 



JOHN FIELD (Deceased) - 122295101 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

1- 

FRANK ORTIZ *%-h 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

,. 
ES EDWARDS 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS r Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

rtson, New York 11507 
294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

AuG 05 PQlt 



LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON (Deceased), 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1327811 989 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND I 
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. 

ODERED,  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 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 

700 Broadway &EELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

York, New York 10005 
661-1151 

AUG 1 5  2 i~ l l  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlC6 
N W O R K  

JUL 2 5  201f 



GOLDMAN, REUBEN W. (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MARCH 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION COWORATTON, as Successor in I 

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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
~ CONSTRUCTION CO., INC, 

200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5 16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



This Document Applies to: 

Weisenburger, James S. (deceased) , 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice' Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. n 

SO ORDERED: -A 
Hon: 

180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 558-5500 

YUL 052011 
lien Hietler 



ALICE JANE WAGNER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM A. WAGNER, and ALICE 
JANE WAGNER, 

Index No.: 100771-03 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and $., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
.JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US TNC., 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., 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 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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 
Manasquan, New J e p  0 \ 7 3 L  E D 
(732) 528-8888 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ______________________________1_____11_1*~-~*-~~--~--------------------- 

BILBY, LANE L. (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1 19390/00 
125263/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: MARCH 2011 FIFO ........................................................................ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., XNC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson. New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

-- Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

'JUL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.- 
In Re: NEW YO= CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DAVID 
BLENKENSOPP and ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No: 100773-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

-_--l____lr-----___________I____________------------------"----- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., 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 plaintiffs 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., f/k/a 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 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

. - -  

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 
(732) 528-8888 

Honorable Shehy K. Heitler 



RYSKOWSKI, RAYMOND (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

100779/03 

119384/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: MARCH 2011 FIFO 

Q 
__*_______1*_*1___*___________II________"------~~*---"-"--~----"---~-""- 

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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

Ibertson, New York 11507 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & 
Attorneys for Defendant 

UL 25  2011 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: 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOND J. RYSKOWSKI, and DORIS M. 
RYSKOWSKI, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc. , hereby requests summary judgment in 

:he above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

Aaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

)here 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. 

IATED: & 2 y  ,2011 P 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler I OFF\CE 

GouNlu CLERKS 
. NE\IJ.IOBK 

3UC 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 12448 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNE A. KING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CONLEY M. KING, AND JUNE A. j 
KING, INDIVIDUALLY7 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

79/03 0 
Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (i 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Conley M. King 
WEITZ & LUXENBEKG, P.C. 

trial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

C O U N ~  CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YOW 

{N0080939-1) 

324-7153M 

w 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
107575/01 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of (%it%gb *19384/00 
RAYMOND J. RYSKOWSKI, and DORIS M. 
RYSKOWSKI, Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

3rejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Irejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

oadway - 7th floor 

;O ORDERED, 

‘JUL 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO, Index No.: 100780-03 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION S U M U Y  
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

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., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with ' 

prejudice and without costs. 

AUG 1, '5 2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable gherry K. Heitler 



WILLIAM D. PULVERMACHER (Deceased), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X --__--------------___________l_l___rff__--------------------------"--- 

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. 

UXENBERG, P.C. MAF3N GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 F I L E D  

JUL 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORJIER 

- - x  

WHEREFORE, defendant A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

c 

A ~ ~ o A ~ s  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 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

AUG 05 2QIl 
4437628.1 



- SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK - -- ------- 
Index No.: 100780/03 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM PULVEFWACHER, . NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHF,REFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

e 

SINGER & MAH 
Attorneys for Defeen 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

F I L E D  New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

AUG 1, 5 2011 
COUNP( CLERK‘S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

(212) 651-7500 



NOWAK, HENRY M. (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

11 1494/04 
125766/99 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in I 
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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albert 

TY, DEMERS & Mc 
FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor * G L E ~ ~ ~  WFG 

Interest to TISHMAN rn*Ld&~?M 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Alhertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

'JUL rr520lt 



PONZI, FLOYD 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

106441/01 
(+--pmm 

119385/00 

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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMA ED 
VAttorneys for Defendant 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN R E A L T Y Q Q ~  CLEWS 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Aut 1 5 2011 

NEW YORfE 

tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 

'JUL 25  2011 



PLUMMER, CHARLES (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

&EGa 
106460/0 1 
119385/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

F U N K  ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

w ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ A ~  CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
94-5433 

'JUL 25 SO ORDERED, 



PARDES , MARTIN (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

106 19010 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in I 

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 
I 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
ttorneys for Defendant 

tson, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
JlY 252011' 



HOAQLANO, LONOO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNWS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSM 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
WBRCRUSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
WAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FLOYD PONZl AND PATRICIA PONZl 

against 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 106441/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

~ I C H A E L  FANELLI, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Floyd Ponzi and Patricia 

New York, NY 1000 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

STEPHEN D. HALL AND JOAN C. HALL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. and S., NC., et al., 

Defendants. 

INDEX NO- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMhAR 
MOTION AND ORDER 

JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the sitme are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
k*,Ub ?!Ill 

couvil( CLE.RKS omcE 
NEW YORK 

ndant Deere & Company 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Schiff Hardin LLP 

New York, NY 10 I03 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDE 

3UL 25 2011 



STEPHEN D. HALL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
122295/01 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MAY 2011 FIFO 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albert on, New York @?b ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \a 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, - 

67 f-1 
I Q ,dq --. AUE 1 5  zoll 

HMUTY, DEMERS 8 McM%?LJS NEW 'fOBK 
ES EDWARDS UN"fl c,:LTsK'S owa 

Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

A ) /  Albertson, New York 11507 



536.16252/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No. : 
This document relates to: 

STEPHEN D. HALL, 

Plaintiff, : 
: Group) 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 

vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , S-Y JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and,there being no opposition there to .  

ORDEmD, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit$hout 

GARRITY, GRAHAM , MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

t Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ** 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



JOHNSON JR., VELPO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MARCH 2011 FIFO ........................................................................ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

MES EDWARDS 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

& McMANUS 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 

n 

I $ l L € D  ' CORPORATION, as Success0 
Interest to TISHMAN REALT & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road AUG 1 5  2011 

-Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFF@E 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

UUL 25 z o t i  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
cowry OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J .) 

This Document Relates to: 

Giovanni Lattanzio 

Index No. 119383-00 
102269-01 

107623-06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks, Xnc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 26,201 1 

WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Cleaver-Broo 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 1003 

I> 

(212) 791-0285 

.‘I / !  NEW YORK 



JOHN G. PALASZYNSKI (Deceased), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No,: 100788-03 

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, 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., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

L-A d Q'L 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 
(732)528-8888 p3\ L E D (212) 558-5500 

1 :  
I i- AUG 1 5  2011 SO ORDERED, 
' .  Honorable SKerry <. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
comm OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

Ezio Costanzo 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 13,201 1 

Charles Ferguson, E s F  
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys far Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

. l v * q ,  
I *  . 4 -1 ! SO ORDERED, Dated: 



'FEES DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JACK NIELSEN 

WHEREFORE2, 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 U s o n  

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 Edisoli Company of New Yo& hc,, be and the $.&ne c e  hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & L&NBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 5 

CZ, ESQ. 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
Yo& Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
S-919842 



HOAGLANU, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PQ BOX 480 
NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WITSEY'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: 

JACK NIELSEN, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-101958 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
XJNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh ler Co. 
FO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Jack Niblsen 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 

dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

BV-MAYOR-9 



I 
I 

R 

DANIEL J. MCCARTHY and MARY 
THERESA MCCARTHY, 

Plaintif 2 (6) 

- againa t - 
NO OPPO8ITXON 
S'UMEdARY m(JMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

A . O .  SMITH WASTER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET.TiL., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, CHICAGO PNEUMATIC TOOL COMPANY, hereby 
request summary judgment: in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff's 
complaint againat Defendant , CHICAGO PNEUMATIC TOOL COMPANY with 
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, tmt upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimEs and 

cross claims against Defendant CHICAGO PNEUMATIC TOOL COMPANY, be 

and the Bane are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c Ftp. 
'- AY 

& COuN- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff POLETTO, P . R  
7 0 0  Broadway LLP 
New York 10003 T o o l  Company 

~ttorneya for Chicago Pneumatic 

am Street 25th Floor 
~ New York 10038 

SO - ORDERED : 



This Document Relates To: 

Sam Danofrio 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOFW, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

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 SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAWE FORD P.C. 

' h u s f  L 
Janine E. Mown 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTUES NC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 1 2-5 5 8-5 500 

f/Ma BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

.-- 
So Ordered: 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 18252/1 JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No. 110506/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Edward Devine, 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER - against - 

A.C. & S. Inc.., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOREy defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIESy INC., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

I costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

. 
Steve T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Edward Devine 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 (212) sss-5500 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4836-2952-3977.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

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 SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC, f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
* 

Dated: New York, New York &U6 1 s  "1U"ff 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

-. 

So Ordered: 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Janine E. Br& 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(2 12) 238-4800 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

. : :ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 1 8252/ 1 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL COW., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

7,hd & I I 
LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

F I L E D  fMa BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0079 AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW YQFm 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/S 18252/1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward Plantz 

Index No. 025647-91 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEKEFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 13,2011 

5 

(>,,k - 
Charles Fergusoh, Esq- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Robert C. Malaby, Esq. 
MALARY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 

(212) 558-5500 
‘i 
2 

New York, NLw Y 
(212) 791-0285 

r 

I 

AUG “1 2011 

courm CLERK‘S OFFICE 

Dated: -011 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 11 5839/03 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR. 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration ph 

F I L E D  (2 I 2) 558-5500 New York, New York 100 
(2 12) 52 1-5400 

AUG 1 5  2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-I M ~ E E S ~ O .  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115839/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.c\\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

n 1 w 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, ~ F I L E D 1 ,  

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ' I  

A\)F a, '-. p p ! % 6  

C O ~ N I Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-I 06494492.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ________________________________________-------------------------------- 

JOHNSON JR., VELPO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCT1 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Succe 1 

Interest to TISHMAN REALT 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 

n 200 I.U. Willets Road AUG 1 5  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



I RICHARD W. MITCHELL, Index No.: 117873-03 

I Plain tiff(s), 

I -against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
et al., 

I Defendants. 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., flWa 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., fMa AMERICAN 

~ 

STANDARD7 INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

N e w k r k .  New York 

F I L E D  
AUG t 5 2011 

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 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JANR O’MALLEY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
THOMAS O’MALLEY 

; Index No.: 1 1835 1/03 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et. al., 

Defendants. 

AETNA 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 4 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 

- J 

d\f ,2011 

Megan E. khegstein,&q. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISROIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 

WEITZ & LUXENDERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10005 (212) 558-5500 

4849-1735-9369.1 



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: 
Jane O'Malley, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate 
of Thomas O'Malley, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. S m i t h  Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 118351/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ - - _ _ - - l _ _ _ _ - _ l _ l l _ I I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to C i v i l  Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Ftf'L E D Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and withput 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
l fz r  , 2011 

ichael Fanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Jane O ' M a l l e y ,  I n d i v i d u a l l y  and Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
a s  P e r s o n a l  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  f o r  Inc .  
the E s t a t e  of Thomas O'Malley 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 

7 
New York, New York 10003 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 10924-2790 



This Document Relates To: 

Thomas O'Mwlley 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 118351/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., I 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BA E & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
21 2-558-5500 

.- - (212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

AUG 052011 
.: .O~MNPCDOCSIL)OCSNYI52043 I / I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
-X NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 

This Document Relates to: 
ANGIOLILO JULIUS GREICO 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

Index No.: 1 2 0 2 5 0 / 0 3  

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Angiolilo J u l i u s  Greico B u m  ham L LC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500  



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

GREICO, ANGIOLILO JULIUS (Deceased) 

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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Alberts 

-:-‘Y- 
h L  ‘? 

FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. k 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 

‘JU!. 2 5  ?O?f 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 120579/03 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

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 SEQUOIA VENTURES 

NC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. &re 
Janine @. Brown 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

fMa BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

.::ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 18252/1 
'JUL 152011 



This Document Applies to: 

Garbarino, John , 

Plaintiff( s>, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. WC., 

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. INC,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. n 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

5 5  Washin on S reet, Suite 720 
Brooklyn, kew A r k  11201 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Hietler 

SO ORDERED: '230/ JUL 052011 
Hon: Kli 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fkla BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES N C .  fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CQRSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

h FP 
Janine E. &/own 

Attorneys for Plaintiff +. Attorneys for Defendant F I L E D  
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES lNC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 1 2-5 5 8-5 500 AUG 15  201' 

flWa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadwav. 27th Floor 
New York, NLW York 10271-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

,::ODMAIPCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 18252/1 
JU 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 100755/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
LLOYD HARDEN, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintlff(s), MOTION 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEFtEFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAM COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAN’) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDE’RED, that upon notice to all co-defmdants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: ”I \ 2- 5 ,2011 
New York, New York 

SECAL McCAMBIUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD, Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, N Y  10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

022 

SO ORDERED, 

052011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INRE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

This Document Relates to: 

Lloyd Harden 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No, 121810/97 
105233198 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 21,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorncys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MhbdN. Maccone, Es4: (il 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(2 12) 79 1-0285 

SO ORDERED, Dated: AUG 05?,7lj - ,, SO ORDERED, - -  i ?nlj 
Hon. S r q  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  



This Document Relates To: 

Edward Byrnes, Sr. 

I 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7) ,<It. 1 I 
WEITZ &%UXENBERG. P.C. LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Janine8. Brown 
Attorneys for Defendant 

#JG 1 5  
F 700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, 

New York, New York 10003 fkla BECHTEL COW. 
212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

New York, New York 10271 - 0 0 7 8 0 y N ~  GLERKS OFF)@ 
800 NEW YORK 

-r 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 18252/1 JUL 25 2011 



DERNA COSTANZO, as Executrix for the Estate of : NYCAL 
E210 COSTANZO, and DERNA COSTANZO, : I.A.S. Part30 
Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 102902-04 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEmD, 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. 

Attorneys for Plahtiff(s) 
AUG 1 5  2011 1 700 Broadway CRANE CO. 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

I '  
' <  

599 Lexington Avenue 

(212) 536-3900 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 
DOUKAS. LLF' 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSvVCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DERNA COSTANZA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EZlO COSTANZA and DERNA COSTANZA, 
Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-102902 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

zomplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
z IS. // 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

COSTANZA, Individually 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Vtorneys for Defendant, Derna COSTANZA, as Executrix for the 
<ohler Co. Estate of Ezio COSTANZA and Derna 
$0 Paterson Street - PO 6 
\lew Brunswick, New Jerse 

$0 ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

rNRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J. j 

This Document Relates to: 

Eziu Costanzo 

Index NO. 119470-98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 13,2011 

e5 -< 1Q 
Charles Ferguson, EST 
WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LL 
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

SO ORDERED, natpd - 



I 

HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWERUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

pa am 4m 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROSE MARIE MACK, as Administratrixfor the Estate 
of JAMES MACK JR. 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS GO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-102903 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
Le Its \ I '  

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST &. DOUKAS, LLP 
dtorneys for Defendant, 
;oh I e r Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Rose Marie Mack, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of James Mack Jr. 

0 ORDERED: 1 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VvlLTSEY'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: 

ROSE MARIE MACK, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of JAMES MACK JR. 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-102903 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in LI ,e 

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 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

MONICA R. K O S T R Z ~ A ,  ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

Estate of James Ma 

3UL 052011 



This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

James H. Mack, Jr. ORDER 
X "__----___1_"_1----------"------------------------~---------------" 

Index No.: 102903/04 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, flWa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS WFMX 
LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & L E W K ~ C .  

Janine E? Brown 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271 -0079 
(2 12) 23 8-4800 

AUG 05 2011 
.::ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/520007/1 



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 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
JOAN ANN PYANOSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT PYANOSKI, Individually, i Index No,: 103005/04 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

[ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et. al., 

Defendants. > 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules $ 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

-Yvw+-hc L o  
MeJan E. Kkkgstein, EGq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D ,  
1 5  2011 1 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4835-5965-0057.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
This Document Relates to: 
Joan Ann Pyanowski, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of Robert 
Pyanowski, 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ _  

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 3 0 0 5 / 0 4  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn,, New York F I L E  
I l S I  , 2011 

Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Joan Ann P y a n o w s k i ,  I nd iv idua l l y  Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  
and a s  Executr ix  for the Estate Inc .  
of Robert Pyanowski 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6'h Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New Y 

..NO. : 10924-3922 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Robert Pyanowski ORDER 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ l 1 _ _ f _ - _ - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - "  

Index No.: 103005/04 

WIIEKEFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES TNC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., 

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 SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Janine @rown 
Attorneys for Defendant 

A ~ G  1 5  201' 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor LERKS OFF\% 
New York, New York 1027 1 -06p9"N%&, ~ Q R S  
(212) 238-4800 

AUG 05 2011 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 I / I 



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: 
Mildred Reeves, Individually and as 
Administratrix f o r  the Estate of Walter 
H. Reeves, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A,O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 4 9 1 7 / 0 4  

NO OPPOSITION 
SIfMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario S 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claimz 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and withoFc1sk. E 
I *  

Dated: E.rooklyn, New York 
7/, LQ , 2011 

. .-  

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Mildred R e e v e s ,  I n d i v i d u a l  1 y Mario & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  C o .  
and a s  A d m i n i s t r a t r i x  for the Inc .  
E s t a t e  of W a l t e r  H .  Reeves 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 1 0 0 0 3  1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

r Filg No.: 1 0 9 2 4 - 4 0 5 3  

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ALIG 05 2011 



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 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - l - - - _ l l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler) 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 104917/04 
WALTER H. REEVES 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff, MOTION AND ORDER 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

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. 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
W a l t e r  H. Reeves 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 
SO ORDERED: 

JUL 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ___-- ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 10491 7/04 

WALTER H. REEVES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7& 201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,c\\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

I h  

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 252011 
US-ACTIVE-106494701.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GATlON 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 104917/04 

WALTER H. REEVES 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. ! 

Dated: New York, New York 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff mpanies, LLC, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(2 12) 558-5500 

formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York I0022 
ph 

(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  1 )  1 

AUG 1 5  2011 j i  . 

US-ACTIVE-1 06487059.1 



REEVES, WALTER H.. (Deceased) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
f104917/@ 
108083/00 
122 192/99 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO, , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. s & M C M F U ; (  L E D Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 14;U~ 1 5 2011 CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REAL&BWn OFFICE 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. NEW YORK 

n, New York 11507 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. " _ _ "  ._______... "______________________..~~~...~~-~--"-----~"------ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

" _ _  ....L____....___ ................................................. 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK FRACCALVIERI 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
%\ip ,2011 

oy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

I61 5987 

,o 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer L Page: 315 Date: 711 51201 I 3:28:39 PM 

CHARLES JOHNSON, NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffls), SU'MMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEIIED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: --I/ I ,2011 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 W e i l - M c ~ n  
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & lMAIi 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFOE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice' and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, NY 
Ad2d a, 2011 

By: By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, gsq. 
Benjamin R. Dwyer Es . 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, I 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 50 
Buffalo, NY 14202 

[ F l  
&c-&~~ h f d  ZA f y k  , Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company A ~ G  1 5 201\ 
New York, NY 1003 8 
(212) 558-5500 

(716) 853-8100 

SO ORDERED, 

A N  0 5  2011 
13468349 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
r - -_ r -_ l__ l____ l - -____________r_______r_ -  X 

JN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles Johnson 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 (herein after “MCCORD CORPORATION”), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs’ complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

--*-_. --  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 CORPOFUTION 

, New York 10017 

Our File No.: 065 

4663580v.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 106520/04 

FRED A. HOFMANN, JR. 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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Cor oration 

New York, New York I0022 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 ph FL. 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106442288.1 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

FRED A. HOFMANN, JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106520/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. I 

I 

Dated: New York, New York 

717 I 201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, i 

- AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 08492096.1 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

Index No 
106751/04 

JENNINGS, PAUL (Deceased) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MARCH 2011 FIFO 

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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Attorneys for Defendant 

Interest to TISHMAN R 
CONSTRUCTION CO., 

0 I.U. Willets Road 
bertson, New York 11507 f 5 2011 

SO ORDERED, m t m  ~ R K ' S  OFFICE 
W vm 'JUL 2 5  



GREEN, DOROTHY 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No 
10675 1 /a4 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 
Re: MARCH 2011 FIFO 

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 plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
New York, NY 10003 

S & McMANUS 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
STRUCTION CO., INC. 

tson, New York 11507 COUNN CLERKS 

AUG 1 5 2015 

YORK 

I.U. Willets Road 

UL 25  20*p 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Frank Lopopolo ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES NC.  fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

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 SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEWD, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

? /b$p /~  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 18252/1 

LANDMAN CORSI BAI 

Janine E. B k h n  
Attorneys for Defendant 
$EQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

fMa BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(212) 238-4800 
YX 

JUL 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY 

\ \  i* 

Index No. 11 1254/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

/- +”- +-  ”- ~ 

DATED: ,2011 ’-\ 
/1 

L A . &  ---- 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY 
Index No. 11 1254104 

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: ,2011 

& 6 /3o/zo\\ 
- Andrew M. Warshauer Attorneys for Plaintiff %hd\ Hdfui*, €7 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



13SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY 
Index No. I 1  1254104 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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: 
/ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th 
New York, NY 10003 

R 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
W p n i a k  LLP 
88 eterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JUL 2 



NOWAK, HENRY M. (Deceased) 
125766199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

X Re: MARCH 2011 FIFO ........................................................................ 

WHEREFOKE, 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 plaintiffs 

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 CORPOMTION, 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 

I k  

9, ! 
t?) 

".q;'""yI - ' FRANK ORTIZ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. i r .  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION, as Successor inr G l - E R ~ ~ ~  

Interest to TISHMAN REALEDW'~,~~ YOW 
1-- 

CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Alhertson, New York 11507 
(516) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFOFtE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL COW., be and the same are hereb 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F\LE ii '* 

huG 15 VJ" *a 
cOuqf i@J G@Kso YO* A ?/+ I l  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAWE & FORD P.C. 

Janine E.brown 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

fMa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry Kle'in Heitler 

.::ODM,4PCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 I8252/1 



JAMES G. KUTKUHN and BARBARA L. 
KUTKUHN, 

P 1 aint i ffs, 

Index No. 11 1957/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 
A,W, CHESTERTON, et ul., 
Including MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

BELLUCK & FOX 
Attorneys for Pluintifs 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4t floor 
New York, NY 10036 

tf 
(212) 681-1575 

< \ 
- -- 

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
KASOWITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 
FRIEDMAN LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 506-1700 



.. . w' 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

b COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 
X I.A.S. Part 30 

(Judge Heitler) 

Index No. : 113628-2004 

__--__-c_---c__-""I_----c-----"-------------~-------~~-----------"~---- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Joanne Gonsalves As Executrix for the Estate of Salvatore 
Sessa, 

I X ------------------_____l_______l________-*-------~""----------------~" 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION ANTI ORDER 
RE: FEBRUARY 2011 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY; et al.; 

Defendants. 
X -------f----------___I_____________l__fr------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Y UBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL- 
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP ilslhla CONNELL LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (Individually and as 
Successor to YUBA INDUSTRIES, INC.), hereby request summary judgement in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant Y UBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL-LIMITED 
PARTNERSHIP i/s/h/a CONNELL LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (Individually and as Successor 
to YUBA INDUSTRIES, INC.), with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL-LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
i/s/h/a CONNELL LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (Individually and as Successor to YUBA 
INDUSTRIES, INC.), be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
June 30 , 2011 

A 

THbd44S A. MONTIGLIO, ESQ 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell- 
Partnership Limited 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

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 SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

(;)nn/'Gfl 4 € 0  
Janine E. &wn 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

fMa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1 - 0 0 5  

So Ordered: 

,::ODMtVPCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 18252/1 



IN F S  NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARLLUNDERMAN 

ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Mson Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests s w  judgment in the above-entitled case, p w s w t  to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKDEED, 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 Ymk. New York 

York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

mTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

*I 

1 1  New York. NY 10003-3598 I 

Our File No 
S-4 146-98 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon'notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
"1 /--! ,2011 

Products 

~ 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Company be and the same are hereby 

I I 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

.. , 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHEILA A. JOHNSON, As Executor for the Estate of 
LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON & SHEILA A. JOHNSON As 
Proposed Executrix For the Estate of PATRICIA 
JOHNSON, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et, al,, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102 192105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

icorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 4 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+l'f ,2011 

Meian E. K&gstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Tnc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

(212) 558-5500 

48 16-62 12-07 13.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
"---.-.."I".-" nI; ~ ----.l-l..-...lll I "1" I I I 

Index No.: I021 92/05 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

LAWRENCE JOHNSON, NO OPPOSITION 
Plainti ff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 
- against 

AC and S, TNC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to dl co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
Defendant, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to eitherparty. 

Dated:r 11 2011 
New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-MclLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 F I L E D , I  1 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

AUG 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 2520111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
__~II-------____________________________-~-~~~~-----------~~~---------- X NYCAL 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

_______ll_"r__ll____-------------------------------"------------~"----- X 
This document relates to: Index No.: 1007691 

192/2005 e 
LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON (Deceased), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 14 i 1 
NewYor ai ,Ne York 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

York, New York 10005 
661-1 151 

A?JE ! 'j 211"Ij 

CLERK'S OFFICG 
N WYOHK 

JUL 2 5  201s 



This Document Relates To: 

James Lrrufer 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

E D  - - I  

Attorneys for Defendant p '  F l L l  
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. ,F* 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 fMaBECHTELCORP. 1 AUG 1 5  2bl l  
212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

NEW YORK 

t ? .  

New York, New York 1027 1-0079 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFtCF 

- 
So Ordered: 

. : :ODMA/PCWCS/DOCSNY/S I 82S2/ 1 JUL 252011 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7 lIrlwl 
F I L E D $ \  \ 

NTY CLERK'S OFFIE 
LANDMAN CORSI BALLAM% F Q ~  RBIK a v w  L L  
Janine E. @wn 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-55 8-5500 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

. : :ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 1 82521 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JOAN CHURCH LOBUS, as Executrix for the Estate o f  
Raymond Lobus and Joan Church, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 3 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 

Index Nos. t 0 5 2 0 5 / 0 g  091 14/00, 
12 1983/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7// zc ,2011 

eEGVi! 
Steve T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 AUG 1 5  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Joan Church Lobus 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1Q003 

couNn CLERKS OFWE 
NEW Y0R.K L" & ,w L 252011 

1863-5590 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4826-3777-0761 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS B ESTOS L IT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 110031/05 

ALBERT P. VENTRY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

71s 201 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 1 5  lo’’ 



This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Albert Ventry ORDER 
__________111___________________l____r_r------------"-------------- X 

Index No.: 110003 1/05 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa RECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHI'EL CORP,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OIWEKED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

i dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 1 'i 

AUG 1 5  2011 

C ~ N T (  CLERKS O F R E  
NEW YORK 

,(?r'l h 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-0079 

121-2 3 8 -4 8 00 

So Ordered: 

AUG 05 2011 
.::ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/j2043 1 / I  



* 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROSE VENTRY, as Executrix for the Estate of ALBERT 
VENTRY, & ROSE VENTRY Individually, 

~ Index No.: 11003 1/05 

~ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ~ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et. al., 

Defendants. 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

q V L - & & Q - -  
Megan E. I&& stein, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRKBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York I0005 
(212) 232-1300 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 5 F I L E D  
AUG T 5 2011 

A"G 05 2011 
4838-8097-3065 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE VENTRY, as Executric for the Estate of ALBERT 
VENTRY, and ROSE VENTRY, Individually 

Index No. 110031/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Zy , 201 I 
n k Attorn s for Plaintiff 

& Luxenberg 

New York, NY 10003 

No’riel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

JUL 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE VENTRY, as Executric for the Estate of ALBERT 
VENTRY, and ROSE VENTRY, Individually 

Index No. 110031/05 

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: 44 27 ,2011 n * 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0- 
NEW YORK 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-. - 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE VENTRY, as Executric for the Estate of ALBERT 
VENTRY, and ROSE VENTRY, Individually 

Index No. 110031/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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: 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY 10003 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

COUNTY CLERKS WFKX 
NEW YOW 

JUL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- . . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROSE VENTRY, as Executric for the Estate of ALBERT 
VENTRY, and ROSE VENTRY, Individually 

Index No. 110031/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP New York, NY I0003 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

F I L E D . !  
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

> +. JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT VENTRY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 110031/05 

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 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7//a-l 201 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 599 Lexington Avenue, 26 FL. 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
formerly known as Dana Co oration 

New York, New York 10022 
Tph 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 08485347.1 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELLEN A. COX, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PHILLIP R. COX, AND ELLEN A. 
COX, INDIVIDUALLY7 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

LA.$, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No Q 
105872/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 
Estate of Phillip R. Cox 
WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, /qlG ; 
GOUAIU CLERKS OFFICE 

3244481 M Y m K  

{ N0080939-1} 

3UL 25  2011 



ELLEN A. COX, as Executrix €or the Estate of 
PHILIP R. COX, and ELLEN A. COX, Individually, : 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index No.: 114082/05 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co. hereby requests sutnmary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

William C. Silverman, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Greenberg Traurig, LLP 
200 Park Avenue, 15* Floor 
New York, New York 10166 

Attorneys for Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 

SO ORDERED, 



PHILIP COX 

INDEX NO. 

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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-5 1 80-02 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114151/05 

WHEREFORIE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL COW,, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

?)/+I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLANE & FORD P.C. 

Janine Eljdrown 
Attorneys for Defendant 

h,\lG \ 5 20'' 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC: 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 &  NE^ yORK 

Ks  OFF^^ fl CLER 

(2 12) 238-4800 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/S 182S2/1 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 114469/05 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Janine &&own 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
I f  

New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 %w d m  

COUNTY CLERKS OF#@ 

So Ordered: H o a J 1 2 )  238"4800 
lei Heitler 

::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/520007/1 
AUG 05 2011 



E - b  

d 

I 

*. 

GERALD E. ALLEN and SHIRLEY L. ALLEN, : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

Plaintiffs, AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
Including MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mamnont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Maremont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
7-2 / q  , 2 0 ~  

Peggy L. Pan, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintzfls FRIEDMAN LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5754 

1633 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 

Hon. Sherry Klein He i t l a  



I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

GERALD E. ALLEN AND SHIRLEY L. 
ALLEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- I 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant DEERE & COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant DEERE & COMPANY with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DEERE & COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
- .  

2011 ; 1 k 3?.p ,2011 

5 
COUNTY CLERKS ' 

NEW Vow 
ndant Deere & Company 

Schiff H; 
Frank Ortiz 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 666 Fiftl- 
New York, New York 10003 New Yolk, lu lvJ  
(2 12) 558-5500 

(- 

SO ORDERE e 

F I L E D ,  ;1 1 

AUG 1 5  

ardin LLP 
i Avenue 
*I, hTV 1 A 1  n3 



, TMcCCfjpk) 
2/28/iI 

i 

W€€ERFLFOE, defendant Cansolidated Edison Company of New YO&, Innc. 

hereby requests s u m m q  judgment in the above-entitled mse, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing p k t i f f s  complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company ofNew Yo&, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New  YO^& NY 10003-3598 

F ' I  

SO ORDEED: 
AlJG 14 2011 

Our File No 
s-4799-97 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AETNA . 

JOSEPH & AGNES OWENS, i Index No.: 1 15563/05 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et. al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summaryjudgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 4 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
k( \ 7 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAAKU & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

IF Q New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

(212) 558-5500 

At+& 1 5 2051 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, c 

Hon. S h e & d  ein ffeitler 
NEW YORK 

4839-7809-7417.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LNENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
7. .. ' 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Y 

Attorn Janinevrown s for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor AUG 1 *"' 
New York, New York 10271-0079 

NEV\I voRK 
Go"~T'f CLERKS OFFICE (212) 238-4800 

. ::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 I / I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
104742/00 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL AND CAROLE A. FARRELL 

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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff *.?'" .-'+ 
% 1& 

*., 5, 
II 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie r d e r  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW' Y ORK 

'JUL 2 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt E STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL AND CAROLE A. FARRELL 
04742100 

$%!3!325779/99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Madin 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 

Julie L. M& 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

D 
SO ORDERED, AUS 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

JUL 2 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL AND CAROLE A. FARRELL 
04742100 
125779199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., 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: < b U  zy ,2011 

700 Broadway - 7th f d r  
New York, NY 10003 

1 

Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

c o u ~ ~ y  CLERK'S OFFll 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

f- 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. pqT 
Products Company 

D 

, .J 

16 15 102-1 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102335106 

WHEREFOFU?,, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Ma BECHTEL COW., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL COW., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL COW., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. e 

Dated: New York, New York 

7 ) g p ) .  

LANDMAN CORSI B 

A 
Janine E. dr&dm 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES NC. 
New York, New York 10003 fMa BECHTEL CORP. 
212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

New York, New York 1027 1-0079 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMAfPCDOCSIWCSNYIS 1825211 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 
i (Heitler, J.) 

This Document relates to: i Index N o G O G Q 1 1 4 2 8 6 / 0 0 ;  
Carol Baker, as Executrix for the Estate of Mark Witter, 1 122201/99 
and Beverly Witter, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7//2- ,2011 

k x  & 
Steve T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Carol Baker 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BKGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 000 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway F I L E D  

AuC 1 5  201l (212) 232-1300 
1863-5590 

co"Nfl CLERK'S OFFICE 
Nw YORK 

4839-26734505 1 JUL 2520tl 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

! I n d e @ O z a  22599/99 

i 
j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Barbara A. Flowers, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Donald C. Flowers, and Barbara Flowers, Individually, 

Plaintiff, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

- against - 
A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York ew York 
by19 ,2011 

Steve T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., Barbara Flowers 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BiSGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 F I L E D  

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 
1863- 19699 

' AUG 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler NEW YORK 

4842-1567-7961.1 JUL 252971 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

; I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARTIN F. WHITE and EILEEN WHITE, ~ Index No.: 107014/06 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- 

A.O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et. al., 

~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
~ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Q 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I f  3 201 1 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 

York 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

D 10005 New York, New 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleil  Heitler q y ~ f \ r r ~  CLERK'S omcE 

NEW YORK 
. %t?* 



This Document Relates 'To: 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. : 1 070 14/06 

WHEREFOKE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

\ - " d  I 
Y ,  

AUG 1 5  201' 

Janine IfBrown 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, 
New York, New York 10003 212-558-5500 OFF'= f/k/a BECHTEL COW. 

120 Broadway, 27th Floor COUNV 
New York, New York 10271-0079 NEW YORK 

- (212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMNPCDOCS/I)OCSNY/52043 I / I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 

This Document Relates to: 

Giovanni Lattanzio 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 119383-00 
102269-01 
100787-03 

,/--+€me 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks, Inc, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 26,201 1 

(-i,b)- 
Charles Ferg 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Cleaver-Hroo \ 

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600 c 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 79 1-0285 AUg 1 5  2011 

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 

New York, New York 100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Joann Karales and Susan Pavacic, as 
Co-Executrices for the Estate of 
Anthony Lamano, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 0 8 0 8 3 / 0 6  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 83212,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated : Brooklyq, New York 
7 I q -  , 2011 

sq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
J o a n n  K a r a l e s  and Susan M a r i o  & DiBono Plastering Co. 
P a v a c i c ,  as Co-Executrices for Inc. 
t he  E s t a t e  of Anthony Lamano 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 -9000 

.NO.: 10924-5311 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOANN KARALES & SUSAN PAVACIC, AS CO- 
Executrices for the Estate of ANTHONY LAMANO & 
ROSE LAMANO Individually, 

i Index No,: 108083/06 
j 
i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A.O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et. al., 

Defendants. 

AETNA 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same. are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
91 I' ,2011 -,,e #bfl , 

Megan E,&riegstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10005 (212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF= 
NEW YORK 

4843-29894665.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOlA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., i 
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. Elkla BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEl2ED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, fMa BECHTEL COW., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

LANDMAN COKSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

D 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. AGG 95  2°H 

fMa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10271-007G 
(212) 238-4800 

Hon. Sherryklein Heitler 

.::ODMNPCDOCSI130CSNYI52043 I / I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
AS B EST0 S L IT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY E. LAMANO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108083/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7//& I 201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \)+ REED%MITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

fr\ L.E 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, #UG"t'5 2[121 
Hon. Sherry K: Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-I 06492304.1 

JUL 25 2011 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer L Page: 4/5 Date: 7/1 U201 I 3:28:39 PM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
~ "-.-"-".* * e ? - - _  I _I- l.ll--.""- l--_.""l*--ll.- 

Index No.: 109589/06 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
JOHN FKEDERICK, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintlf€(s), MOTION 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAW) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORTIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defmdant, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 7/16 ,2011 
New York, New York 

-J 

4 
SEGAL MCCAMBR~GE- 
SINGER&MAHONEY,LW 1 \ - 
Attorneys for Defmdant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

Frank Ortk, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

_ _ _ _ _ ~  

Hon. Sherry Klein H e i G  

JUL 252011. 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.corn 

http://www.gfi.corn


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN R. FREDERICK, and CAROLINE K. 
FREDERICK, Individually 

Index N o G G g  
114999102 
106693/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: q/< ,2011 

&& 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Y Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attbrneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

__ .. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN R. FREDERICK, and CAROLINE K. 
FREDERICK, Individually 

Index N5=$ 
114999/0 
106693/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Robert A. Keasbey Co., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Robert A. Keasbey 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 Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 4' ,2011 

7 Z k  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Robert A. Keasbey Co. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

iUL 2 5 2011 c 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN R. FREDERICK, and CAROLINE K. 
FREDERICK, Individually 

Index ~- 
114999102 
106693/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

DATED: d/< ,2011 

2 E e d ! L T % k  ... 
Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



J 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC.,eta. : 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

. . . . 
. - Company -. __ . and Goodyear Canada __ Inc. 

By: 
Matthew T, MacIntyreksq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 Wdst 40" Street 
New York, New York 1001s -n AUG 

(212) 558-5500 

Dated: New York, New York 

(2 12) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, .I.) 

j Index No.: 1 1  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, INDIVIDUALLY \ 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN RONALD FEDERICK,  

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 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: Ne York, New York 77\- ' 201 1 

\ I '  \ 
*\, 1 

1 lb 4 

~att11eA D. Sirnpar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard 1iid u stria I Equ i pin en t Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Strcet-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John Ronald Frederick 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

w York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

/ I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Evelyn M. Harcrow, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Joseph M. Harcrow, Sr., Individually, 

i Index No. 110978/06 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC,? be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

Steve T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 AUG 1 5  2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1863- 16005 

w r ~ i y  CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
4826-7355.1 113.1 JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN THE c m  OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 11 16682/06 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Ma BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 f/Wa BECHTEL CORF. '*- 
2 12-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

New York, New York 1027 1-0079 

\ 5 2011 

238-4800 GOUN @gYORK 
OFF\= 

GL€@ 

So Ordered: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

OL)MA/PCnOCS/l)OCSNY/52043 I / I  AUG 05 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAY C. TAYLOR AND CLAUDIA TAYLOR, i Index No.: 112046/06 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- 

A,O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et. al., 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
d\r ,2011 

G. 
Megan E. Krkgktein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4842-1645-1 849.1 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 112046/06 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fllda BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECI-ITEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Ma BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
fMa BECHTEL COW. 

120 Broadway, 27th Floor AUG 1 5  201' 

,::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/52043 1/1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA A. HUSSATN, as the Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH C. LANG & NANCY LANG, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 
"against- 

A.O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et, al., 

Defendants. 

AETNA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 12048/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
+f ,2011 

*4 L P  .,Q- 
Megan E. Kriegstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 

WErrz & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

New York, New York 10005 (212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 05 2011 
4821-65764873 1 



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: 
Linda A. Hussain, as Executrix for the 
Estate of Joseph C. Lang, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 1 1 2 0 4 8 / 0 6  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORPER 

Defendants. 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212 ,  

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario & 

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc. , be dismissed with prejudice and without tf.L E D 
Dated: Brooklp, New York 

, 2011 
FFlCE 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
L i n d a  A .  Hussain, as  Executrix M a r i o  & DiBono P l a s t e r i n g  Co. 
for the  E s t a t e  of Joseph C.  Inc. 
Lang 177 Montague Street 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor Brooklyn, New York 11201 
New York, New York 10003 

e No.: 1 0 9 2 4 - 5 3 7 6  

So Ordered: 



This Document Relates To: 

Joseph C. Lang 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Ma BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 1 2-5 5 8-5 500 

So Ordered: 
EIan. 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Janine E. How 4 

AttorneysVfor Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP, 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 
(212) 238-4800 P 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH C. LANG 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 112048/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for P lai n t iff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Judith A. Yavitz, Esq. 
REE~SMITH, LLP.' 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

JUI 252011 
US-ACTIVE-106492323.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
___--_______- I I______I__l____lr_l_____f_-  x 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 112048/06 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 "  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Joseph C. Lang 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 42"d Street 
New York, New York 
Our File No. 05335.00 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

so 0 

AUG 05 2011 

4546703.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Conklin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 r L E D  (21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 1 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

324-8757 NEW YORK 

(N0080939-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

This Document Relates to: 
Richard Angrisano, as Executor for the 
Estate of Sam Angrisano, and Angeline 
Angrisano, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 
- against - 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 116682/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
-X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  I n c . ,  

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 53212, 

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 & DiBono Plastering Co. 

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without COSF. I L E D 
AUE 1 5  2011 Dated: Brooklyn New York 

, " * "  

FFlCE 

ichael Fanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Richard Angrisano, a s  Executor Mario & DiBono Plastering C o .  
for the E s t a t e  of Sam Inc .  
Angrisano, and Angeline 177 Montague Street 
AngKiSanO, I n d i v i d u a l l y  Brooklyn, New York 11201 

New York, New York 1000 r File No.: 10924-5416 

So Ordered: 

700 Broadway, 6th Floor 18) 855-9000 



, 

* 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD ANGRISANO, As Executor for the Estate of 
SAM F. ANGRISANO & ANGELINE ANGRISANO, 
Individually, 

Plaint iff, 
"against- 

A.0, WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et, al., 

Defendants. 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., 

AETNA 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 116682/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

icorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-\N ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 IO0 

Peerless Industries, Inc. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

(212) 558-5500- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

4853-0782-1 577.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116682/06 

SAM F. ANGRISANO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/& 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Certain Teed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

v AUG 1 5  2011 . 

couNN CLERKS OFFIE  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K! Heitler 

NEW 

US-ACTIVE-I 06492290.1 

JUL 252011 



TMc:CC('jpk) 
7/18/11 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 
WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, i INDEXNO. 116828/06 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

VINCENZO DICARLO 

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. 

LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-40 15-06 



This Document Relates To: 

JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, as Executrix for the 
Estate of EMILIO DI FABIO JR., and JOAN 
MARIE DI FABIO, Individually, 

: 
: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Plaintiff(s), : 
Index No.: 118214/06 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et 
al., 

: 

Defendant( s). AUG 1 5  ZIl11 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and-Rulei Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

m 5 
Dated: New York, New York - \ bo ,2011 

By: Evan E. Browne, Esq. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FENSTEN 
& DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, as 
Executrix for the Estate of EMILIO DI 
FABIO JR., and JOAN MARIE DI FABIO, 
Individually T: 212-593-6700 

SO ORDERED: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

"'-. 0520fq 
102 1 3 4 3 ~ .  1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LlTlGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONNA MARIE MICHALSKT, as Executrix for the 
Estate of MARTIN MICHALSKI, SR. & DONNA MARIE j 
MICHALSKI, Individually, : NO OPPOSITION 

i Index No.: 100021/07 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.O. WATER SMITH PRODUCTS, et. al., 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, lnc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules § 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, lnc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
*[\C ,2011 

- -E v 1 3  ...- 
Mkgan E. Vriegstein, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISROIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

(212) 558-5500 

AUG 1 5  2011 SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S 

NEW YORK 

AUG 05 20tt 
4834-5767-6041. I 



This Document Relates To: 

Martin Michalski 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQlJOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ncw York, New York 

+rl \ \  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
212-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

JaninYE. Brown 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. Y -  

f/k/a BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1 027 1 -OO&uNfl 
(212) 238-4800 

AUG 052011 

.::ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSN Y/52043 111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 100021/07 

MARTIN A. MlCHALSKl NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/t& 201 1 

3- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 I 

ys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 521-5400 

1 4 .  1 

USJCTIVE-108498852.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 100678/07 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

F I L E D  
LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & F d.2. 201' 

U N N  CLERK'S OFFICE 
.\N YORK 

Janine E. @wn 
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

fMa BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

" I  

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 18252/1 



S W W M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES MCELROY, 
(Deceased) 

n 

Index No.: 100837-07 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Defendants. 

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, T U N E  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 

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dis 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ?p I '\ 

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., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

. Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 mj- (732) 528-8888 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 3.' 
Honorable She'rry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Elizabeth W, McElroy, Individually and Personal 
Representative for the Estate of James H. McElroy, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 109408/00 
122 1 90/99 
f l -> 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
u, 2011 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attornev for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BlSGAARD & 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERFLD, 
10185 Hon. 

SMITH LLP 

Sherry Klkin Heitler 

Elizabeth W. McElroy, Individually and Personal 
ReDresentative for the Estate of James H. McElroy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

4847-3026-7401 . I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

ELIZABETH W. MCELROY, Individually and Personal 
Representative for the Estate of JAMES H. MCELROY, j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
"against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND OFtDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
b o  2011 

-6e7',UA 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Elizabeth W. McElroy, Individually 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

Representative for the Estate of James H. McElroy, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

a 

AUG 1 5  2011 1 

W N n  CL,ER%S OFFICg 
NEW Y a H  

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 
10185 

4847-3026-7401.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

This Document relates to: i I n d e y s  
ELIZABETH W. MCELROY, Individually and Personal ! 
Representative for the Estate of JAMES H. MCELROY, ! 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
~ MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARP & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 

Representative for the Estate of James H. McElroy, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

4 '  E I L E D 
(212) 558-5500 1 

AWG 1 5  2011 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 
10185 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler COUNPr' CLERK'S OFFICE 

4847-3026-7401.1 



MAYDICH, ROBERT LAURANCE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J .) 

/gEa 
125768199 
107299/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitfed case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated : Albertson, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Interest to TISHMAN REAL 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. AUG 1 Ij 2011 I. U. Wiilets Road 

ertson, New York 11507 CQUN\TV CLERI<'Sd&@ 
(516) 294-5433 NEW ut&k SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler JUL 25 2011r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 07/104633 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION 
DAVID BLENRENSOPP, SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

PlaintifT(s), MOTION 

- against - 
AC aid S, INC., (AKMSGTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

I 
I WHEREFORE, Defendant WIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN’) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law md Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon natice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: * 2011 

Jew=. &her, Esq. 
SEGAL 

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 05 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

4- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DAVID 
BLENKENSOPP and ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index NO: 104633-07 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US NC., 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 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 wi tk  

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
-D 

AUC~ I rj '1011 ~ , 
I 

-RKS OFFlCE 
YORK Kd Keith M.O'Connor, /zl: Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

05 2011 



WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

A 
J a n i n d .  Brown 

- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

flWa BECHTEL CORP. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 

Hon. Sherry'Klein Pfeitler 
AUG 05 2011 

.::ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/520007/ I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of DAVID BLENKENSOPP & ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, Individually, 

j 
Index No.: 104633/07 

Plaintiff, j NO OPPOSITION 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et. al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued as Peerless Heater Co., 

Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules 4 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
s/2/ ,2011 

Mega: E. Krhstein,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
12 12) 232- 1300 

SO ORDERED, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Anna E. Blenkensopp, as Executri 
David Blenkensopp, and Anna E. Blenkensopp, 
Individually, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 / 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, I.) 

\ Index No.: 104634/07 

NO OPPOSITION 

This Document relates to: 

JOSEPH ORILIA, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE j 
OF FRANCESCO ORILIA, & BENEDETTA ORILIA, 
INDIVIDUALLY, \ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS. CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yprk, New York 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

JOSEPH ORILIA, AS EXECUTOR T F R THE 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

ESTATE OF FRANCESCO ORILIA, & BENEDETTA 
ORILIA, INDIVIDUALLY, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

SO ORDERED, Q 
20053 Hon. Sherry Kleit Heitler 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4847-3026-7401.1 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 108386/07 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES N C .  fMa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINDQ 
A 

Janine E. B f i  
Attorneys for Defendant 
SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 

f/k/a BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(2 12) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

.::ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/5 1825211 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORR 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

IN RE NEWYORKC'X'I'Y 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

_ _  
This Document Relates to: 

Milton Burckhaltcr 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Cleaver-Brooks Tnc. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cleaver-Brooks Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 13,201 1 

----- 

E 77-7-c- h d  
Charlcs Ferguson, E s q y  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Robert C. Malaby, Esq. 
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC 
Attorneys for Cleaver-Brooks Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New Yo 

- 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

couN~y  CLERKS 
pJEV\I yoRK 

SO ORDERED, Dated: 

AUG 05 2011 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO. , INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

"Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTlON 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road _. 

Albertson, New York 11507 
16) 294-5433 

SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 16794107 

! WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

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 SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. flWa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C. 

Janine E. f lown 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES TNC. 

212-558-5500 120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 flWa BECHTEL CORP. AuG 1 5  '1021 4 

New York, New York 1027 
(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

,::ODMNPCDOCS/DOCSNY/S I8252/1 JUL 252011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH CORR, ADMINISTRATRIX AND i 104831/02, 120398/01 
INDIVIDUALLY FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HOWARD CORR, 

Plaintiffs, 'POSITION 
--RY JUDGMENT 

-against- r 0 ' 1  A3N AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., etal., 
1 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgrnent in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

/ 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
4 r3 ,2011 

Estate of Howard Cor 
MCGIVNEY & KLWGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
New 80 Broad York, Street-Suite New York 2300 10004 

New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 F I L E D 4 ;  
f AUG 1 5  2011 i i  

, 
(212) 558-5500 

m N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
MWYORK 1122-6997 

(212) 509-3456 

SO OmERED, 

{NO042 173-1 ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH CORR, ADMINISTRATRIX AND 
INDIVIDUALLY FOR THE ESTATE OF 
HOWARD CORR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o d -  
104831/02, 120398/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7\13 ,2011 

Treadwell Cgrporation 
M C G W Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 NewYork,N&York lb00$ AUG 1 5 2011 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

7 

(212) 509-3456 ‘ r  + 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

12356501 

IN0042 173-l } 

JU! 95?01’?* 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 116795/07 

HOWARD CORR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7/7 12011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -"".>: WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 n (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06491894.1 



This Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 16796/07 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. fMa BECHTEL CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against I 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC, f/k/a BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York P I L E D , [  I 
I '  
? E  AUG 1 5  2011 1 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINWQRyQTEGlKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK E/ - .--9 

Janine E. B 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. 
New York, New York 10003 
2 12-558-5500 

fMa BECHTEL COW. 
120 Broadway, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 1027 1-0079 
(212) 238-4800 

So Ordered: 

.:ODMA/PCDOCS/DOCSNY/S I8252/1 



X : / F B ~ / 5 2 8 6 5 / l t I / ~ ~ ~  Y 2011 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against I 

A.C. & S,  Inc., et al. 

NO OPl'OSXTXON SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OIWER 

Index No. : 1 0 1 0 1 7/94 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 

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 thcre bcing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upoii notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in 

Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest 

to TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, as Successor in Interest to TISHMAN 

KEALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. be and the same are hereby disinissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & MCMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, as Successor in 
Interest to TISHMAN REALTY & 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 
(5  16) 294-5433 



536.07707/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

: Index No.: 111229/01 
CHARLES THOM?iS , Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
: (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
2t al. , : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

livil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

rejudice', and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and 

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corpora 

same are  hereby dismissed with prejudice and withobt 
I 

GARRITY, GRAWAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 

fEITZ & LUXENBERG 
~torneys' for Plaintiff 
00 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
lew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
/ p . 0 .  Box 438 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

0 ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190064/09 

PETER WALLACK, 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff(s), 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 7 I z L  ,2011 
New York, New York 

A 

WEITe& LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190067/09 

DOIZEEN WALLACK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer, 

Inc. (improperly pled as Cutler Hammer, Inc.) ("Eaton"), hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Eaton with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Cristina Sinclair, Esq. 
Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as successor-in- 
interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

AUTv 1 5 :31t 
SO ORDERED, 

1604963 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANDREW J. VENIER AND PATRICIA 
VENIER, HIS WIFE 

Plaintiff(s), 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, et al 
Defendantls) 

Index No. 190145-09 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER FOR WASHINGTON 
GROUP INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
F/K/A RAYTHEON ENGINEERS & 
CONSTRUCTORS, INC. ONLY 

WHEREFORE, defendant, WASHINGTON GROUP INTERNATIONAL, INC., f k a  Raytheon 

Engineers & Constructors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled action, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, 

WASHINGTON GROUP INTERNATIONAL, INC,, fMa Raytheon Engineers & Constructors, Inc. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OIRDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against, 

WASHINGTON GROUP INTERNATIONAL, INC., f/k/a Raytheon Engineers & Constructors, Inc. be 

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

-- 
:<e.~ in M. Beny, Esq. 
Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer 
Attorneys for Plaintif s 

MACKENZIE HUGHES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
101 South Salina Street 110 William Street 26 Floor 
Syracuse, NY 13202 New York, NY 1003 

$1 

I 

AUG 1 5  2011 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW Y O M  

(M0121835.1 ) 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST B 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON Sf 

NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSCV 
701 M T S E Y ' S  MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS WILLIAMS and KATHLEEN WILLIAMS, 
HIS WIFE, 

against 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190350/09 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
Jdjf.Z@,02a// 

KEVIN BERRY, ESQ. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Thomas Williams and Kathleen Williams 4ttorneys for Defendant, 

(ohler Go. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190350/09 

THOMAS WILLIAMS and KATHLEEN 
WILLIAMS, his wife 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Milton Roy Company ("Milton Roy"), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Milton Roy with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Milton Roy be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

A 1 
Dated: 

Wilentz, Goldman, & Spitzer, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Milton Roy Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 

York, New York 10005 

D SO ORDERED, 

JUL 252011 
1598823-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - " - - - - - - " - " - - - - - - ~ - - * - ~ - ~ ~ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190350/09 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - -  "__..._______________________---------------------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS WILLIAMS and KATHLEEN 
WILLIAMS, his wife 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
------------------__--------------------".~-~"-~~~.----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Edward Valves, Inc 

and Edward Vogt Valve Company (L'Flowserve US"), hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York ?hi) ,2011 

I 
Xh. & 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
Wilentz, Goldman, & Spitzer, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

successor to Edward Valves, Inc and Edward Vogt Valve 

F I L E D  
AUG 1 5  2011 

COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

J k  25 2011 
1479970-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ; I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I 
I 

I Index No.: 1904 18/09 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I 

Plaintiffs, I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

MARK LONERGAN, 

-against- NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al., 

Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Dap, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Dap, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I n . 
Carol M.Tempesta, Esq. - 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WE1 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Pecora Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Mark Lonergan 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

. F I L E  D 
I AUG 1 5  2011 I 

4-0376 
C8UNlY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

{N0081869-1} 

JUL 2 5 2011 



SUPRF,ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

AMERICAN ART CLAY COMPANY, INC., 
et. al. 

Defendants. 

DOMINICKSANTOPIETROANDBEVERLY 

: 

F . _ .  -. * - 

SANTOPIETRO, 

Plaintif@), 

-against- 

+ 

ASBESTOS MAIITER 
INDEX NO.: 10-190041 

I NO OPPOSTION SUMMARY 
JUDGMIENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY hereby requests sumnary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the m e  ark hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A,, 3 ,  to\\ 

Brian Early, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 1001 7 

RT, MORAN & ARNOLD LLP Early & strauss, LLC 
Attorneys for General Electric Company 
Three Gateway Center, 12* Flo 
Newark, New Jersey 07102 7 F I L E D k 

P 

I *  1 ' AUG 1 5  2011 i 

V COUNTY CLERK'S O F R ~  

NEW YORK 
Dated: AUG 0 5 70 11 SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Index No. 190060/10 
Plaintiff, 

- against - 

ARBURG, INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, REICHHOLD, INC. ("Reichhold), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR Rule 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant Reichold with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant Reichold, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3 4 7  ;M/ 

Michael B. Sena, Esq. 
EAIUY & STFdUSS, L.L.C. 
360 Lexington Ave, 20fh Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
Tel: (212) 986-2233 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

HERZFELD Br RUBIN, Pic. 
125 Broad Street 
New York, New York 10004 
Tel: (212) 471-8527 
Attorneys for Defeindant F I L E D  

I AU6 1 5  2011 Reichhold, Inc. 1 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERKS 0- 
NEW YOHK 

HON. SftERaY KLEIN HEITLER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

, 
j Index No.: 190096/10 

MARK LONERGAN, 

i (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Karnak Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Karnak 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, Karnak Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York & 201 1 

Carol M, Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
K m a k  Corporation Mark Lonergan 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

AUG 15 20‘‘ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 O F W E  

COUNr’ CLER 
NEW YQRU &’ 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

781-35 

IN008383 1-1)  AUG 05 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SABOL, RONALD, 
Plainti ff(s), 

Index No.: 190099/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, NC., et al., 

Defeilda-its. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: - I t a \  ,2011 
New York, New York 

7- 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

J e d f e r  L. Budner, w- 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 E D .  1 

i 
SO ORDERED, AU6 1 5  2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFiCe 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURI' OF THE SI'A'I'E OF NEW YOKK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YQRK COUNTY 

-""" 

ASBESTOS LI'TIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EVELYN C. MOLLOY, 

PI ain tiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
X,AS Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No,: 190121/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

CRANE CO., el crl. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 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 Y k New York Jf ,2011 

Attorney fkPlaintiffs 
Evelyn c. Molloy 
LEVY, PHILLJPS & KON~~SBERG, L 
800 Third Avenue, 13* F1 
New York, New York 10022 

/ 
Attorney for Defendant 
The Nash Engineering Company 

F I L E D  
VCC~IVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

JUL 2 5  2011 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P C .  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Index No.: 190166/10 

McElroy, Dsutsch, Mulvnney & Carpenter, ELP 
Attorneys for Robertshaw Controls Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

LOUIS DIGILIO NO OPPOSITION SUMn 4RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Robertshaw Controls Company (('Robertshaw"), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Robertshaw with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Robertshaw be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

1547869-1 JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK ClTYASBESTOS LITTGATJON 
Index No,: 190185/10 

LOUIS JASON, 
PIaintiff(s), 

- against - 
AC and S, INC., (ARMSGTRONG 
CONTFCLICTING & SUPPLY) et al,, 

Defendants. 

NQ OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

. .,” __I---- -- -- - -  - ,_ - - ... . 

WWEREFOW, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, BE., hereinafter (“WEIL- 

McLAIN”) hereby rcquests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff 8 complaint against Dcfendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, ell1 claims and cmm cIaims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

800 Third Ave. 13th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

SINGER & MAWONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weii-Mc L& 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 PLED 

hUG 1 5  2°’1 

SO ORDERED, CLERKS 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS JASON 

against 

ALPHA WIRE CORP 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 1901 85/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOMON AND ORDE R 

WHEREFORE, defendant, EXTECO f/Ma THERMO-ELECTRIC CO., INC., hereby requests 

;ummary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

521 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, EXTECO f/kh THERMO~ELECTRIC COtg 

NC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, EXTECO f/Wa THERMO-ELECTRIC CO., INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

4th prejudice and without costs. 

)ATED: New York, New York 

IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
.ttorneys for Defendant, 
XTECO f/k/a THERMO-ELECTRIC CO., 
JC. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

0 ORDERED: 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
LOUIS JASON 
300 Third Avenue 
13th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD DUMMIT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190196/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP 
Attorneys for American O p t i d  Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
546 5th Avenue, 4th FI. 

(212) 521-5400 



Cordell J. Bellach 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as 
successor in interest to the Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul Corporation 
(Vellumoid), incorrectly s/h/a "Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, 
Individually and as successor to Felt Products Manufacturing Co. and/or the former 
Vellumoid division of Federal-Mogul Corporation"" hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiff's complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as 
successor in interest to the Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul Corporation 
(Vellumoid), with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury T 
Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul Corporatio 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20* Floor 
New York, NY 100 17 

successor in interest 

Federal-Mogul Corporation 
150 East 42"a Street 

N e w Y o r k , N e w Y o F O f 7 L  File No, 1 1 12 1 .OOO 1 
E Q , 

AUG 1 5  20" 

NEW yoRK 

SO ORDERED, 

AU G 0 5 W N  CLERKS 0FF'CE 

4318680.1 



This Document Relates To: 

CORDELL J. BELLACH, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

TRANE U.S. INC f/Ma AMEMCAN STANDARD 
INC., et al,, 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190267-10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US. INC fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., sued 

herein as "TRANE U.S. INC. (Individually and as successor to 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  U.S. INC f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE U S  INC fMa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

Brian Early, Esq, 
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
Attorneys for pIaintiff(s) 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York I001 7 
(212) 986-2233 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Es 
BRAATEN & PASCA 
Attorney for Defendant 
T U N E  U.S, INC. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

AUG 05 2011 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH MULLEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e ~ ~ ~ ~ 2 Y ; ; k  

We& & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith W&er 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, w 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1570430 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW-YOa C O - ~ - f i -  
- COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 

I NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 190322/10 

MORRIS J. KEENAN AND MARY J. KEENAN, I 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC., et al., 

Defendants. i 
_... - .-. - .  WHEREFORE,- definibiii, Falk G@bratiori: hrebf  requests SUmmkry judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Falk Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEKED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Falk Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Bfr 'h f l  EM17 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Morris J. Keenan and Mary J. Keenan 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New York. New York 10017 

FaIk Corporation 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGWNEY & KLUGE& P.C. Early & strauss, LLC 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

N0038955-1 



AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et.al. 

Index No.: 190335/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “GARDNER 

DENVER’), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party, 

,2011 
F I L E D  

Katrina Murphy, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, New York 10032 

New York, New York 10022 (2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



JOSEPH AND CHRISTINE GEMELLARO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Reliance Electric Company ("Reliance Electric"), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Reliance Electric with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Reliance Electric be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Ymk. New York 

C w  Rokanelli, Esq. JosephPTEa Sa 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Reliance Electric Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 F\LED 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 25 2011 

1578194-1 



SUPREME COURT UF TITIT, STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  

Ln Re: MEW Y O E  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

"" X _I-*---- 

I-.- ---X 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMES GUCIC. and JOAN GUCK, 

Plaintiff, 

-@gainst- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
COMPANY, et  nl. 

Defendants. 

X Ic1-3- ------ 

Index No.: 10/190368 

NO OPPOSITION SuMlMARY 
SIlDGNaeNT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WRBFORF, ,  defendant, TRANE US, MC. f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD INC., bereby 

requests summary judgmernt in the above-entitled cue, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US, 1NC. flWa AMERlCAN 

STAND- INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition tliereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to dl cmdefendnuts, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US, SNC. TJIda AMERICAN STANDARD INC,, be and the snmu am liereby dismissed with 

prejudico and without C ~ S ~ S .  

LEVY PHILLIPS k KONIGSBERG 
Attorneys for p 1 ain tiff@) 
800 Third Avenue, 13'" Floor 

New Yark, NEW York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Defendant 
TRAM US, MC, f/lda AMERICAN 
STANTIARJl., 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasqum, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8818 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

In Re First Judicial District 
Asbestos Litigation 

This Document Applies to: 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

JOHN CHILARSKI and HELEN CHILARSKI, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 
Index No.: 10-190391 

vs . 

GENUINE PARTS COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants , 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Genuine Parts Company, correctly identified as Genuine 

Parts Company and incorrectly identified as NAPA Auto Parts, dMa United Auto Parts LLC, 

(hereinafter “Genuine Parts Company”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ 

Complaint against Genuine Parts Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against I 
defendant Genuine Parts Company be and the same are hereby dismissed 

without costs. 
I 

Dated: New York, New York 
July 1, 201 1 

NAPOLI BERN RIPKA & ASSOC., LLP 

9 
Kardon A. Stolzman, Esq. 
Attorney for PIaint8s 
3500 Sunrise Highway, Suite #T-207 
Great River, NY 11739 

Genuine Parts Company 
The Avant Building, Suite 1200 
200 Delaware Avenue 

14202 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190391/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

This Document Relates To: 

John Chilarski and Helen Chilarski 

X r l l r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as 
successor in interest to the Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul Corporation 
(Vellumoid), incorrectly s/h/a "Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust as 
successor to Vellumoid Division of Federal Mogul" hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against defendants Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as 
successor in interest to the Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul Corporation 
(Vellumoid), with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants, Federal-Mogul Asbestos Personal Injury Trust, as successor in interest to the 
Vellumoid Division of Federal-Mogul Corporation (Vellumoid), be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Napoli Bern Ripka & Associates, LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
350 5th Avenue, Suite 7413 
New York, NY 101 18 ul Asbestos Personal 

Vellumoid Division of 
Federal-Mogul Corporation 

New York, New York 10017 
File No. 11 121.00016 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICES0 East 4Yd Street 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDE 

4319956v.1 



WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL DYNAMICS CORPORATXON, incorxectly 
W a  "GENERAL, DYNAMICS COW." hereby requests s u n m m y  judgment in the above- 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant GENERAL DYNAMICS CORPORATION without prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant GENERAL DYNAMICS COWORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

w 7 
NAPOLI BERN RIPKA & ASSOCIATES, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
3500 Sunrise Highway, Suite T-207 
Great River, New York 11739 

EDELMAN BC; DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
GENERAL DYNAMICS 
CORPORATION 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

4208292~. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
l_l_rlll”l____ll_____ll-lr---l-----l-- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190391/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1,A.S. Part 30 

_ - - _ l _ ” f r - _ l _ _ _ - - - - _ _ l l - l l l - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - ~ - - ” - - -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

WHEREFORE, defendants ‘LTEXTRON, INC.” and ‘&AVCO CORP.” hereby request 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants gdTEXTRON, INC.” and “AVCO 
COW.” without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN FKE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ _ _ " l _ _ _ _ l _ - _ _ _ _ l " I - - - _ _ _ - - - - - ~ _ - ~ - " ~ _ ~ - _ -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 190391/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_l_--___-**__-_l**_-___ll_____lll_____l_" X 

This Document Relates To: 

WHElREFORI3, defendant CARRTER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a CARRJER 
CORPORATION, a subsidiary of United Technologies Corporation, (herein after "CARRXISR 
CORPORATION) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
CARRIlER CORPORATION without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OIXDERED, that upon notice to all 
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the 
and without costs, 

Dated: NewY rk, wYork & 

NAPOLI BERN RPKA & ASSOCIATES, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
3500 Sunrise Highway, Suite T-207 
Oreat River, New York 1 1739 

New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File Number: 10557.00901 

SO ORDERED, 

4208269~. I 



This Document Relates To: 

GEORGE D. DEVINE and JUNE DEVINE, 
His Wife, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 
Plaintiff(s), : 

-against- Index No.: 190410/10 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et 
**I al., *., , 

Defendant(s). 
X r__--_-----------__________________l_l__-----"--------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

X&$L 
By: Heather J. Gaw, By: Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 

WILLENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A. 
1 10 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, New York 10038 
Counsel for: George D. Devine and June 
Devine 600 Third Avenue 

AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN 
& DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 

05201~  SO ORDERED: 

1019538v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE D. DEVINE and JUNE DEVINE, 

Plrmintiff(s), 
V. 

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendant(s). 

Index No.: 190410/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

---"----_--_-___-_rl_1__________________-----------~---------"------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING 

COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Rheem Manufacturing Company 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Kevih M. Berry, Esq. / 
Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
110 William Street, 26* floor 
New York, NY 10038 
(2 12) 267-309 1 

SO ORDERED, 
(732) 528-8888 

JUL 25 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ r - . . . . _  "---______I_______________------.-..-~--------"--...-- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190414/10 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
....._---________-_....- ""----------......-----------~.....~~~------ 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS ODD0 NO OPPOSITION SUMh 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

AUG O32011 
1570409 



SUPREME COURT OF TWE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANGEL MARTINEZ & SHIRLEY 
MARTINEZ, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 190421-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et nl, 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TFtANE US INC., W 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, T U N E  US INC,, Wa 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, With prejudice, and tlme behg no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims a g h t  

defendant TFWNE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, be and the same are hereby 

F I L E D  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 5 u r q  21, a\\ 
Ne Ydrk, New York 1 AUG .1 5 2011 

Ty CLERK'S OFFICE 
L i s W  ascarella, Esq. NEW YORK 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., W a  American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Napoli Bern Ripka & Associates, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
3500 Sunride Highway, Suite T-207 
Great River, New Yo 
(212) 267-3700 

32) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorablehheny K, Heitler 



+ F I 
SUPREMlE COURT OW THIZ STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORIC. 

-- 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANGEL MARTINEZ & SEETFILEY 
MARTINEZ, 

Plnintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No,: 190421-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGmNT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLLRAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, INOERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant NGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: J/ I I I zb' 1 
New Yorlc. New York : Kardon A. Stolz 

F I L E D  ': 

1 

Napoli Bern Ripka & Associates, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
3500 Sunrise Highway Ingersoll-Rand Comp&y 
Great River, NY 1 1739 
(212) 267-3700 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____________*_"_______________ I________- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  X 
ANGEL MARTINEZ and SHIRLEY MARTINEZ, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al, 

Index No.: 190421 /10 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

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 321 2, dismissing 
Plaintiff's 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 York, New York ,qi/ / f  ,2011 

NAPOLI BERN RlPKA & ASSOCIATES, LEWIS BRlS&OlS BISGAARD & SMITH, LLP 

By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 741 3 
New York , New York 101 18 
(21 2) 267-3700 

/ Attorneys for Defendant 
' KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. 

77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: e- 
Sherry Klein Heitler 
Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the State of New York 

(21 2) 232-1 300 
File No. 29510.477 F''1 '' L, E D 

AWG ' j  5 2011 -4 

Date: - 
COUNTY CLERK'S QFACF 

NEWYOFIK ' 

4821-3539-0473.1 JUL 25 2011 



I 
i -  

I 

I 
I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK I 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

EUGENE BROWN and EDNA BROWN, 
X* _____________ e~~~~~~.~~~~~~~~~C~.CCCC.-C.CC...I.ICCIC3-3CC-IC.I.13CC.I~~I 

Index No. 190458/2010 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Plaintiffs, 

- against - 
B O R G - W A N R  CORPORATION, et al., 

ORDER 

WHERJ3FORE, Defendant MERCEDES-BEN2 USA, LLC ("MBUSA"), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to CPLR Rule 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant MBUSA with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant MBUSA, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Yarlc 
July 21,201 1 

Michael P. Roberts, Esq. Michael B, Sena, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXIENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 125 Broad Street 
New Yark, New York 10003 

HERZFELD & RUBIN, POCO 

NEW York, New York 10004 
1 
i: ' 

Attorneys Tel: (212) for 558-5500 Plaintiff Tel: Attorneys (212) for 471-8527 Defendant F I L E D q , \  
Mercedes-Benz USA, LLC , P  

AUG 1 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 
X _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190464/10 

Giuseppe Seidita and Josephine Seidita 

_ - _ - - - - - - - - - - f _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ f l _ _ _ _  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

~ 
X - - - , . . - ” . + . ” * * * *  

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a 
“CARRIER CORPORATION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT 
HEATING & COOLING SYSTEMS” (herein after “CARRIER CORPORATION”) hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants CAFUUER CORPORATION 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

_---------- 

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C. f 

C L W S  off‘cpcz 

tY 
Attorney for Plaintiff rr 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

w York, New York 10017 
:i 2 12-490-3000 I .  

File No. 10557.00924 r NE\I\I 

SO ORDERED, 

4676293~. 1 AUG 05 2011 



VERNIE ALYNE SHORT, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of TONY R. 
SHORT, and VERNIE ALYNE SHORT, 
Individually, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 190020/11 

-against- 

F I L E D  

m ~ ~ y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby r e q u e s t B , q a & d g m e n t  

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs. 

B y  Heather J, Gaw, F#q. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 100 16 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: VERNIE ALYNE SHORT, as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
TONY R. SHORT, and VERNIE ALYNE 
SHORT, Individually T: 212-593-6700 

#: 212-593-6970 

SO ORDERED: # HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

101 8439~ .  I AUG 0 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

a. 

ROBERT POLOTAYE AND SANDRA POLOTAYE, : 

Plaintiffs, 

- against 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index No,: 190028/11 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 
Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SuMMAlRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OWER 

W€EREFOFLE, defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Robert A, Keasbey Co. with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDEIRED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Robert A. Keasbey Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and 

without costs. 

New Yo& NY 10003 New York, New York 101 66 

F\LED 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 801-9200 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

SO ORDERED, hUG \ 5  '"' 
Attorneys for Robert A. Keas 

s oFF\CE 
GLEBK 

@WflNEU @'rC 

Jut 252011 

t 
A I  

i 
1 



SUPREMk COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

ROBERT POLOTAYE and SANDRA L. POLOTAYE, Index No. 190028/11 

Plain tiff($), 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., including 
MYNOLDS METALS COMPANY, 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, sued incorrectly as "Reynolds Metals 

Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp." hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, without prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant, 

Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: A e w  York, New York 

Michael J. C h i s ,  E s q w  
" 

1 E D 
AUG 1 5  2O'' 

NEW YORK 
COLjNTY CLERKS 0FFlCE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys jor Plaintij5s 
Robert Pololuye and Sandru L. Polotaye Reynolds Metals Company 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 

Dated: 
SO ORDERED, 

h. 

t 



, , , , , , . , . . , " ....., ~ ,,.. ~ . .  ... . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF MEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

X 1------11------------I--------~--~-~~----~--------------.--"~ 

WIFlIAM A. STOCKHAUSEN and ANGELA BELLE Index NO.: 190062-1 1 
STOCKHAUSEN, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO QPPOdlTlQN 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

- against - SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
COPES-VULCAN, INC, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, COPES-VULCAN, IN& hereby requests 
sumtnrlly judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law artd 
Rules Section 3212, dlsrnissing plaintW$ Complaint against Defendant, COPES- 
YULCAN, tNC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

claims against defendant, COPES-VULCAN, INC., be and the same am hereby 
disrnised with prejudica and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all mjdabndants, all ckms and cross 

Dated: 

/ 

CYN 
Hodge Watsh Slatsr LLP ~ 

700 Broadway Attorneys fw Debendant 

(212) 558-9500 55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plahs, NY 10601 

Hew York, New Ybrk 10003 COPES-VULCAN, INC, 

Td: 914-38$4000 
Fax: 914-385-6080 

F I L E 1  Our File Na.: 689-595 GSH 

Sa Ordered: COUNTY CLERK'S OF 
NEW YORK 

I 

CE 



r 

WHEREFORE, defendant Freeport-McMoRan Corporation, incorrectly named 

in the Verified Complaint as “Freeport-McMoRan (Individually and as Successor to Phelps 

Dodge),” hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint and all amendments to the 

complaint against Freeport-McMoRan Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

~ ‘ $ 9 .  E D ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cro 

against defendant Freeport-McMoRan Corporation be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with 
AUG 15 2011 

prejudice and without costs. 
r 

EARLY & STRA&>, L.L.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNT( CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

By: 

DAY PITMY LLP W 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Freeport-McMoRan Corporation 
7 Times Square 
New York, NY 10036-731 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

1- 

WILLIAM JOSEPH GORHAM and FRANCIS MARY 
GORHAM, 

: 

P 1 aint iff, 

-against- 

NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 
LITIGATION (NYCAL) 

ASBESTOS MATTER 
INDEX NO.: 190081/11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARl 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

F I L E D  
WHEREFORE, defendant Morse Diesel International, Inc. ("MDII'l)U&rebq r a k s t s  

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Le~&@&F&@fiFIcg 
32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant, MDII, with prejudice, a/HLEI%ng 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

defendant MDIX be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A ~ 4 u  sf- . I , 201 1 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP -\GANGEM1 LAW FIRM, P.C. 

By: L---JBy: SA 24 /13-' 
Bonnie M, Steinwolf 

546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

Salvatore G. Gangemi 
700 White Plains Road, Suite 338 
Scarsdale, New York 10583 

Attorneys for Defendants Morse Diesel 
(212) 681-1575 (914) 725-5800 

SO ORDERED: 



I 
J .1 

: ASBESTOS MATTER 
Plaintiff, : INDEX NO.: 190081/11 

-against- : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants. 
X ------------I-_______________l__rl______-------------"-"-------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMEC Construction Management, Inc. (L'ACMI") hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant, ACMI, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

defendant ACMI be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
h p S  / ,2011 

By: 
Bonnie M. Steinwolf 

546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
(212) 681-1575 

GANGEMI LAW FIRM, P.C. 

By: 
Salvatore G. Gangemi '+ A\ \rl 

700 White Plains Road, Suite 338 ' -- 
E@ Scarsdale, New York 10583 Go~(  cL 

Attorneys for Defendants AMEC 
rJwJ y0BK (914) 725-5800 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaint iff s , 
NO OPPOSITION 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., 
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
Individually and as Successor to Tappan and 
Copes-Vulcan, et al., 

Defendants. 
X "r__r_r__l___r____r____________r_r____r_--~-----~--~~-~~--~--~-"-~~-~~~~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 

Individually and as Successor to Tappan and Copes-VuIcan (hereinafter 

"ELECTROLUX"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

F I L E D  
kup? 5 2011 c 

CYNTHIA K. MESSEM 
Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Belluck & Fox, LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4'h FI 
New York, New York 10036 ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., 
(21 2) 681 -1 575 Individually and as Successor to Tappan 

Copes-Vulcan 
55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 

-385-6060 
NO.: 089-600 GSH 

0 rd e red : S 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
J. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index No.: 11-190082 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that plaintiff Paul 

Crane was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell International Inc., 

formerly known as AlliedSignal Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix Corporation (,,Honeywell”). 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Honeywell hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against 

Defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Defendant 

Honeywell, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a$ ,2011 

McDermott Will & Emery LLP Belluck & Fox LLP 

340 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10173 

Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. 
2 12.68 1 1575 

Yk4a Aliie&Signal, inc., successor-in-interest to 
The Bendix Corporation 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

F 1 L E D . j  
SO ORDERED Y 

AUhi 1 5  20‘91 

cmN~ CLERK‘S OFFICE 
rJEw YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF 'E@ STATE OF NEW YORK 
0DUN"YOFNEWYORK 

This Document Applies to: 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

bda No. 1900891 1 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMABY 
q M o T l O N  
AM,oBDEFt 

CBS CORPORATION, Wa WESTINGHOUSE 
ELBCCRIC CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants. 
-X ----- -.I- 

WHEREFORE, dehdant PFmoRMANcE lmusTRIEs, INC. sued 88 an all& 

succesm ta MR. 0- COMPANY, hereby request summary judgment in the abo-tled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practke LAW and R u b  $ d o n  3212, d i s ~ t l i ~ ~ ~  pIahtB$ complaint 

against defendant PERFORMANCE INDUSTRIES, INC. sued as an alleged sucacmr to MR. 

GASKET COMPANY, without prdudiw, and there being no oppc&tion thmto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefmdants, all claims and cm88 claim against 

defendant PERFORMANCE INDUSTRIES, INC, sued as an alleged su- to MR GMKET 



-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., : Won, Shesty Klein Heitler 
Defmdmb, : IASPart39 

WHJeIU3FORE, defendant Crown Cork & Sua1 Company, Inc, ("Crown") herel 

summary judgment in the aboveentitled IZRSB, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plzrir 

complaint against Crown with prejudice, and thwe being 110 apposition thereto, it ia her 

, that upon notioe to all oodefendanb, k1 claims and 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudioe arid without costs. 

KARST c%; VON OISTE L W  FLEMMING ZULA~K WILLAMSO& ZAUD~RER LLP 

1 9500 State Hwy %9, bite 420 
Houston, Taas 77070 
(28 1) 976-9988 

Attomgs for DeHdant Crown Cork s$i Seal Carnww, hc. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH ADAMS and BARBARA ADAMS 
Index No. 1901 18-1 1 

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. 

-7 I13 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie L/Mer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, AUG 1 5  2011 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW VQRK 

GEORGE W. HISCHE and MARTINA HISCHE 
X _t___lllC_IC_3r_n_-lf_________________U_-------------------------- 

i Index No,: 190125/11 

P Ea intiff s, SECOND 
NO OPPQSITION 

- against - SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORA"I"ION, 
As successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUPS, 
SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as Successor 
To SARCO COMPANY, et ai 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, $PIF;zAx SARCQ, INE,, Individually and as 
Successor to Sarco Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SPlRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and 

as Succftssor to Sarco Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto. 

claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as Successor 
to Sarco Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi 

without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross 

P T L E D  

New York, New Yark 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

S P l W  SARCO, INC., 
Individually and as success~r to Sarca 

55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
hite Plains, NY 10601 

C0mpany 

Td: 9 14-385-60OQ 

Sa Order& 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Salvatore Finazzo 

UT01 

Index No: I90 129/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OFtDER 

TION, INC., as successor 
in interest to MURRAY ELECTRICAL PRODUCTS hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, INC., as 
successor in interest to MURRAY ELECTRICAL PRODUCTS with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, INC., as successor in interest to MURRAY 
ELECTRICAL PRODUCTS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: New Ysrk, New York 
0 

WEITZ & LUXENBER , PC 
Attorney for Plaintiff f . 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Erik- co, Eyq. 
WSONYELSER MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
SIEMENS ENERGY AND 
AUTOMATION, INC., as successor 
in interest to MURRAY 
ELECTRICAL PRODUCTS 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 

4632646. I 



SUPFWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-- 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190131-11 

BERNARD BROWNE and LOURDES 
BROWNE, SUMMARY 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

-against- 

. - . .  - 

ALFA LAVAL, INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

X ................................................................ 
WHEREFORE, defendant, MGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, INGERSOLLRAND COMPANY, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 

BRAATEN & 

Attorney for Defendant 
INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) PASCARELLA, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20fh Floor 
New York, New York 10017 
(212) 986-2233 

(732) 528-8888 

AUG 05 2011 SO ORDERED, 
Judge Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

ALFA LAVAL, INC.; et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X -cI_--1--I-"-___"_1I1-1-------.----r--1-------------"-------"--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant WEBSTER PLUMBING SUPPLY INC., hereby request 
summary judgement in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant WEBSTER PLUMBING 
SUPPLY INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant WEBSTER PLUMBING SUPPLY INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
JuY 1s' ,2011 

THOMAS A, MONTIGLIO, ESQ 
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
WEBSTER PLUMBING SUPPLY INC. 
200 I.U. Willets Road 
Albertson, New York 11507 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
New York, New York 10017 

Our File No.: T22 0007H FAC 

SO ORDERED, 



I .  
YJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190145/11 

I NO OPPOSITION 
This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD J. MALLOY AND MARILYN MALLOY SUMMARY JUDGMENT 1 MOTION AND ORDER 

I against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. ET AL I 

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' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohier Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

NEW,YORK, New York n 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN Goup' &Aw ' 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, EDWARD J. MALLOY and MARlLYh 
Kohle r Co, MALLOY, 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENtltHti 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED: 


