
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 18176-81 

MARTIN S .  SIMUNOVICH, 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AM3 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLLRAND 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. 

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

3 \ Z N  Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant i. 
INGERSOLGRAND COMPANY 
2430 Route 34 
Manasauan. New Jersey . -  

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 9 201) Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C'OLJN'I'Y OF NEW YORK 

' NYCAL 

' (f1on. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

' Index No.: 000876-84 

PATRICIA ANN RAMMACHER, as Executrix for : I ,A,S, Part 3o 
the Estate of RICHARD RAMMACHER, and 
PA'TIIICIA ANN RAMMACHER, Individually, 

Plai nti ff( s j, 

-against- 
' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
' ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Angela 
K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant F - 

CRANE CO. 

- 
L E 

New York, N Y  10003 599 Lexington Avenue AUG 3 1 2011 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 

12) 536-3900 C W P I  CLERKS OFFfCE 
W W  YORK 

SO ORDERED, 1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 000876/84 

RICHARD RAMMACHER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 - e 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106677904.1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



JOAN E. BYRNES, as Executrix of t he  Estate 
of EDWARD J. BYRNES, and JOAN BYRNES, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  

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

Index No.: 04 /102222  
03/106686 

8 7CIV4 4 7 3 
/-%vmm-> 

8 8CIV63 5 8 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGNENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/ NAT I ONAL 

GRID (''NATIONAL GRID"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

€OK- Defendant 
GRID GENERATION LLC 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  855 -9000  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t i  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

AUG 3 I 201 

so ORDERED, 



1' 1 ai lit i fl'( s ) , 

- against - 

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

N O  Ol'l~OSIlION SUMMARY 
.JUI)GMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 1 6 8 4 6 / @ & 7 s m  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WI-IL:,KEI:OICE, defendant IWL'ION BOILER WORKS hereby requcsts summary 

j~idgiiieiit in the above-entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

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

and there being no opposition tliereto, 

OKIIEREI), that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claiiiis a id  cross claims against 

defendant FULTON I301I,13K WORKS be and the same are liereby dismissed with prejudicc and 

without costs. 

Frank Or~iqEsq. 
Attorney fur I'laiiitif'fs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I 
(212) 558-550 

Harry Mc'l'icrnan &dIoorc  
2 Rcctor Street, 14'" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 31 3-3600 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD BYRNES SR. 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Index No: 015662187 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SClb ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\ 

C m o p h e r  W. Healy(Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-IO6676079 1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



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

X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_-- - -______________r_________rr l l_______ X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

____________f_l l_ l___-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - l l  

REGINA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate 
of ALOYSIUS KENNY, and REGINA KENNY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 03/120579 
89/11622 
8 9CIV3 4 6 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against: defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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. 

n. 5 iul dr j 
a * \  yJJk 

%.,P 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700  Broadway 

$"I* L E Montague Street New York, NY 1 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 

3 lo'' 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALOYSISUS KENNY 

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

Index No: 015566187 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, 2011 S l l u  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26Ih FL. 

1 

4 AuG 3 1 lo’‘ 
CLERKS OF- 

C 0 U ” n N ~ ~  y0FM 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106677604.1 



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

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

Index No: 006238/88 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES ANDERSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

%lib ,2011 

P 
--""{ -- 
t.-d+ I, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. k'- t-" Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. y\ REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

U!j-ACTIVE-I066747BO 1 



This Document Relates To: 

REGINA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALOYSIUS KENNY and REGINA KENNY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No.: 11622189 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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. 

Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Attorney for Defendant &3 I 2011 
INGERSOLL-RAND COM 

Y CLERK'S OFFICE New York, New York 2430 Route 34 
-,--I / / -  Manasquan, New Jerse@k%!&~ YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitlei 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALOYSISUS KENNY 

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

Index No: 01 1622/89 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllco 12011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 \FLED * '  
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

A# 3 Xo2' 

COUNTY CLERKS ofa 
HEW yam 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106677545 1 

AUG 1 9Zo" 



REGINA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate 
of ALOYSIUS KENNY, and REGINA KENNY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 03 /120579  
f l  89/11620 

'-6 0 
8 7CIV4 4 5 7 
87/015566 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JWDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against: defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

.r"; p% 
JflI- -.%JA.rB. i 

!+ r.. B.,j x, +& ~;,~Avd,4~ f 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

FI" L E L GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague Street New York, NY 1 

(212) 558-5500  

A ~ G  3 I"' ( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ f - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ - - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  - - X  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHEILA A. JOHNSON, as Executrix for the 
Estate of LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON, and SHEILA 
A. JOHNSON, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of PATRICIA JOHNSON, 

plaintiff ( 9 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENER 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index No.: 05/102192 

&/*3 
09 CIV 4059 

NO OPPOSITION 
S-Y JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.TI C d/b/a ?AT I ONA 

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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

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

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X __________________________________l_fl_l 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ELEANOR A. WHITE as Proposed Administratrix 
of the Goods Chattels and Credits of 
JOHN F.  WHITE, deceased, and ELEANOR A. WHITE, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index No.: 89/013269 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as LONG ISLAND LIGHTING COMPANY, 

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

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant 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. 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

A 

SO ORDERED, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. \y 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  P l a i n  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

AUG 3 1 20'' (2121 558-5500 



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

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

Index No: 013400/90 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES LAUFER 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gl\lp ,2011 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 21111 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 06677700.1 



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

EDWARD T .  PLANTZ, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued here in  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, t h a t  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. 

*c* 

Frank M. Ortiz, E s q .  +*T\-”*A 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \>% 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
.e 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  
(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 Relates to: 

EDWARD PLANT2 

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

Index No: 025647/91 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

OH 
Bltb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 100 

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

&Ufi 3 1 
;%: (21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. S h e r m .  Hiitler 

US-ACTIVE-106677821,l 



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

_- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

MARTIN S. SIMUNOVICH, 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 2565Ok91 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLLRAND COMPANY, with prejudice, a n F e b  k m g 6  

opposition thereto, 
i 

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

TNGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, 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. 
Braatten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

AUlj 1 92011 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: Index No: 256501/91 

MARTIN SIMUNOVICH 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d \ W  201 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

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: 025657/91 

MILTON BURCKHALTER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d l r p  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D . .  
AUG 3 1 2oI1 '. 

US-ACTIVE-106676213.1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF.NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - - - - - -  X NYCAL 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. P a r t  30 
- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _  X (Heitler, J. 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARY S .  LARDNER, as Personal Representative Index No.: 01/123008 
for the Estate of THOMAS P. LARDNER, and 
MARY S. LARDNER, Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, d., 

Defendants. 
X 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JWD[;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

I 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

pre jud ice ,  and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Br 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
A t  t orneys f o x  P1 a in tiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY lOOF 

y for Defendant 
L GRID GENEFLATION LLC L E ontague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  n 3 1 20'' 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAY MCFARLAND 

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

Index No: 021755/92 

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 

Dated: New York, New York 

O@ 8kp ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 'OF I L E D (21 2) 558-5500 

AUG 3 1 201\ 

couNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06677739 1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



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

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

i I n d c s N ~ ~ ~  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLAIRE GESUALDI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RALPH GESUALDI, 

Plaintiffs, 

300/94 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Y rk, New York & ,2011 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

Estate of Ralph Gesualdi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITlER 1122-15839 

(N0080939-1) 
b 



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: 

CLAIRE GESUALDI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RALPH GESUALDI, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- - ,  ! 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 Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$9 ,2011 

1 Kerryan 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ralph Gesualdi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York IO00 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1} 



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 m  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index NoL2 1 7 6 3 8 w  

CLAIRE GESUALDI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS / 100300/94 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RALPH GESUALDI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
sr3 ,2011 

PILED 
AUG 3 0 2071 

Attorney for Defendant- 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

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

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22839 

{N0042173-1} 



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

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

i I n d e x 6 7  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLAIRE GESUALDI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RALPH GESUALDI, 

Plaintiffs, 

100300/94 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York $& ,2011 

All\ 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ralph Gesualdi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

~~4~~ 
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KI~IJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5_500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klkn Heitler 

{N0080939-1} 

1235-1 5228 



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

This Document Relates To: 

JOSEPH SIGNORELLI, 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 

Index No.: 29525-92 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

X ------_______1-"----______1_1_11___3____-----~-"----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
700 Broadway INGERSOLL-RAND CQMPXNY 

Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

AUG 1 920111 

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: I Index No: 029795/92 

EDWARD KANIA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

a l v  ,2011 

- k / /  

Christopher W. Healv, Esa. < .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. T\L REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521-5400 
I 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry'K. Heitler 

i t  F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERKS OF- 
US-ACTIVE-106677289 1 NEW YORK 



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

EDWARD KANlA 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 13401 0193 

prejudice and without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g t b  '2011 

-w+--- 

Y : 4  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 h 

/ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106677287.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH SIGNORELLI 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 1001 18/94 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l l b  ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, ~ AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-10667'7928.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE $TATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOSEPH SIGNORELLI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 100118-94 

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, INGERSOLLRAND 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg * Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLCAUG 3 1 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant 
700 Broadway INGERSOLL-RAN~@UMMNXERKS 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 NEW YORK 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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: 

CLAIRE GESUALDI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RALPH GESUALDI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Y rk, New York 
sr3 ,2011 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ralph Gesualdi 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
--. . 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-22839 

(N0042173-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

j Index No.: 2 1763 8/92 
CLAIRE GESUALDI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS i * 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RALPH GESUALDI, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
q4 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ralph Gesualdi 

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

, 

(2 12) 509-3456 

1235-1 5228 

(N008093Y-I} 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.; 2 1763 8/92 

CLAIRE GESUALDI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS @&Ju 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RALPH GESUALDI, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- - ,  i SUMMARY .JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

,2011 

Kenyan 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KI.UGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 n New York, New 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Ralph Gesualdi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

2 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

York 1000 

{N0080939-1} 



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

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

; Index No.: 21 7638/92 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CLAIM GESUALDI, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS j - 3 3  
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
RALPH GESUALDI, 

Plaintiffs, 
/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
s rq  ,2011 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

EL)UNT( CLERK'S OFFICE 
*&- 4 Y, f?qe ,-$t4FWYORK . 

L-, kN p- g p 44 
'V' + 

Attorney for Plaintiffs ' 

Estate of Ralph Gesualdi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

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

SO ORDERED, 

I122-1S839 SHERRY KLEIN MElTtER 
(N008093Y-1) 



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

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

Index No: 100681/94 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GUNARS TRESS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,2011 

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

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

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

A ~ G  3 1 2Q" 
ERKS om= 

C o ~ N ~ ~ ~  .(OW 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106677944.1 



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: I Index No: 100955/94 

ALEX T. MILLER 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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

%lib  ,2011 0 Christopher REED SMITH, W. LLP. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 100 

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

US-ACTIVE-106677777 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
GERARD0 RUBINO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMt, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f N a  BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Adience, Inc. flwa E M ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

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

, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. flwa EM1 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.82457 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDE 



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

~~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

JIMMY ROBERTSON 

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

Index No: 102589/94 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 
I 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC€ 
-c*4'-rt Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

G 'a Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. k:> 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

* 

SO ORDERED, 

r-LETNS OFFICE 
c o y &  y0RK 

US-ACTIVE-106677919 1 

AUG 1 9 20111 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l f r _ _ _ _ _  

X -___________-__l_- l l__________r_________ 

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

MARY S. WDNER, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of THOMAS P. LARDNER, and 
MARY S .  LARDNER, Individually, 

Index No.: 01/123008 

q E F  
Plaintiff ( s ) ,  

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a l . ,  

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY I7UDWNT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

LC d/b/a NATI' NAL 

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 p 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and t he  same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Br 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY lOOF 1 L E a y for Defendant 

L GRID GENERATION LLC 
ontague Stree t  

Brooklyn, NY 11201 ( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  AUG 3 1 201' 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS LARDNER 

IN RE: NEW YORK 
ASBESTOS LI I 1 1  

Index No: 119121/95 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York oq SlI(p ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

(2 1 2) 52 I -5400 . F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 I 

AUG 3 \ 2O'' 
non. a n e w .  Heitler 

US-ACTIVE71 06677679 1 

AUG 1 9  2011 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

- - X  NYCAL _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r  

X (Heitler, J. ) __________________________l___l___l_____ 

VIRGINIA ARTURI, as Executrix of the Estate 
of JAMES CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Index No.: 02/101855 
98 / 1174 8 7 
98/111032 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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. 

L GRID GENERATION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, -P.C. '-i7 \, 7 Lh 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs "Kl 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  



VIRGINIA ARTURI, as Executrix of the Estate 
of JAMES CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiff (s) , 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

Index NO.: 02/101855 
98/117487 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

L GRID GENERATION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 ( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND KENSEY 

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

Index No: 101498/97 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

A Dated: New York, New York 

Y "  we- p-' 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, \?! **, REED SMITH, LLP. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexinston Avenue, 26'h FL. 

York New York, New York 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

10003 New York,New 
A , (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106677627.1 

1 Hon. Sherry . Hei r 

10022 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 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 

DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, as Executrix for 
the Estate of MARTIN MICHALSKI, SR., and 
DONNA MANE MICHALSKI, Individually, 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 101498-97 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 
7 

X _____-_--___ff_lt_r_______r_____________------------------------ 

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 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. 

F I L E D  

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., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 9 20111 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FLOYD WEST 

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

Index No: 103285197 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gib I2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, FEL D 
AUG 3 1 

US-ACTIVE-106672534 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
: NYCAL, 

MARY K. DONALDSON, as Administratrix for the : I.A.S. Part 30 
Estate of JACKIE E. DONALDSON SR., and : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
MARY K. DONALDSON, Individually, 

: Index No.: 103649-97 

X r____---------------________l__l____l_r_-r_---------------_------ 

P lain t i ff( s) , 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

Defendants. 
X ______ll__r_lr_--__-----------------------~---"------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. liereby requests surnniary judgment i n  the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with pre-judice, and there being n o  

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 

WETTZ & L,LJXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
Now York, NY 10003 

1 L E D K&L, GATES LLP U 
Attorneys f'or Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 



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

JACK DONALDSON 

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

Index No: 103649/97 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

k --*< .*- 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

11 1071/98 
109675/99 
1 15429/05 

: NO OPPOSITION 
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ~ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

J 

I 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

ne M. Ratcliffe, Esq. 

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

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

SO ORDERED: 



- -  I 

: Index No.: 103990-97 
P 1 ai nt i ff( s) , 

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 iiotice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

At lorne y s for Plaint i ff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND JARZYNSKI 

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

Index No: 103990/97 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb ,2011 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

F 1 L E D ?;, 
AUG 3 1 lo’’ SO ORDERED, -EmgL!k- 

US-ACTIVE-106677214.1 



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

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.1 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LlTlGATl ON 

I ,  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 104248/97 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

V I \ @  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26Ih FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

# I.' 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106877750 1 



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

JAY C. TAYLOR, Index No.: 106645-97 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

Defendants. 
.f STANDARD, INC., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 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., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M, O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, N e w F i  O r  E D 

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

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 Zo1' 

couNm CLERKS O w c E  
NEW 



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

' I.A.S. Part 30 CAROL GRAMOLINI as Executrix for the Estate of : (Hen. Sherry 
PETER DIGRAZIA, Heitler) 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No.: 108737-97 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND A.O. SMITf-I WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants : 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 complaiiit against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

F*,I L E D 
WEITZ & I,UXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys fur Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 N AUG 3 1 201\ ew York, NY 10022 

(21 2) 536-3900 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S WRGE 

NEW YORK 
Hon. Sherry'Kkin . E-teitler 



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: Index No: 108737197 

PETER DlGRAZlA 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 0, 9Ib 12011 

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106676305 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LI'I'IGATION 

This Docuinent Relates To: 
: NYCAL 

MARY K. DONALDSON, as Administratrix for the : I.A.S. Part 30 
Estate of JACKIE E. DONALDSON SR., and ' : (Hon. Sherry Klei 
MARY K. DONALDSON, Individually, 

X ~_~"f__________________l_____l__________- - - - - - -~~~~~~- - - - - - - - - - - -  

Hei tler) 

: Index No.: 113279-97 
PI ai n t i ff( s )  , 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

Defendants. 
X __l"lll_t---------------I-----I--"------------------------"-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suininary 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 0. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre.judice and without costs 

K&L GATES LLP E D  Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEI'l'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, __. 

Hon. 

Attorneys for Dekndant 
CRANE CO. . +  . AUG 3 1 201' 
599 Lexington A 
New York, NY 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JACK DONALDSON 

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

Index No: 113279/97 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

A Dated: New York, New York 

g l b  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "7 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

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

10003 New York, New 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US_ACTIVE-l06676541 1 

AUG 1 9 20111 



SUPREME COUR1' OF l'1"jE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

IN KE:  NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS I,I'I'IGATION 

I'his Document Relates To: 

JEFFREY 1,. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

: Index No.: 113280-97 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTlON AND 
: OHDER 

Defendants. 
X ---__l_-llfr--_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 

plaintifi's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and tlirre 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. 

q. - 
Dated: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 

K&L c ; A m  LLrl 

New York, New York 

WEITZ L U X ~ N B E R G ,  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 



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

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND JARZYNSKI 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 113280/97 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllrp ,2011 

6 
-"z. *n* 

*. '* .f 
Li &kf$, 

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

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  
(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 20'' 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106677225 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: I Index No: 113280/97 

RAYMOND KENSEY 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. uo *-*'\""-' 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '*i*:, 

/ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
..._. . .-, - ._. . . . . . - I  l v p r l k ~ l  .aration 
99 Lexinaton Aven11~  7dh F=L. 

US-ACTIVE-I 06677636.1 



DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, as Executrix for 
the Estate of MARTIN MICHALSKI, SR., and 
DONNA MANE MICHALSKI, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 113280-97 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  
OlRDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

B 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. F I L E D  
FA 

Keith M. Q'Connor, Esq. HEW YORK 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, h c .  
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, 



: Index No. 103975/97 ?i!%w JOHN KNOX & MAUREEN KNOX, 

109675/99 
Plaintiff($), 

-against- 1 15429/05 

: NO OPPOSITION 
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., d. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. : MOTION AND ORDER 
: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

---- ------ -".--- 11111"11111"1 ***-- _" "."" -------- -------------x 
WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

J 

I 

ne M. Ratcliffe, Esq. 

New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 302-2400 

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

SO ORDERED: 



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

A- _ _ _ _ _  - _ _  -. .. . . 

JAY C. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 
STANDARD, INC., 

Defendants. 

Index No,: 113281-97 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 plaintiff's 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 OF61 L E I 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS  OFF^^^ 
NEW YORK 

(732)528-8888 
SO ORDERED, 



IndexNo.: 12174 97 p' 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

SUPFtElME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 1__11__3-"--_---1---_----------------I.---"--------------- 

X -----1---_----___________1_____c________---------------------- 

This Document Relates To: 

NICHOLAS SANTORA, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

X 111""1_"__-_--------_--------------I------""-------------------- 

J, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE 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 plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

r 

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. 

Q'm' 20'' 
fl CLERKS OFFi= 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq,@ NEM yoRK 
Braaten & Pascarella. LLC Weitz & Luxenberg 

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

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 9 2011 



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 _ _ _ _ - - - - - - l I _ _ l l l - r _ _ I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

JOSEPH OWENS, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 

-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a l . ,  

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

Index No.: 05/135563 
99/122431 
98/111038 3F% 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENEFLATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant; NATIONAL GRID be and the same are  

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

AL cam GENEUTION LLC 
Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ '  
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
7 0 0  Broadway 
New York, NY 1 'I (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

AUG 3 1 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 
X ---------------_______1__1_1___13_______-----------"-~~---------- 

This [Iocument Relates To: 

BARBARA A. FLOWERS, as Executrix for the 
Estate of'DONALD C. FIDWERS, and BARBARA : (Hon. Sherry Klei 
A. FLOWERS, Individually, 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 

Heitler) 

: Index No.: I 2 1 829-97 

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being n o  

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 

WEI'I'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP uw 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defe' dant F I L I 7 .  
599 Lexington ~ v c b u e '  AUG 3 I NTI 

r '  
ork, N Y  10022 
36-3900 ~ U N N  CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. 

E D  
I .- 

AUG 1 9 2011 



JEANETTE SIKKAS, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Esta te  of BERNARD 
SIKKAS, 

Plaintiff (5) , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a. , 

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

Index No.: 02/118207 

98/111064 
OO/llOS22 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND O m E R  

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 § 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. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
1 

c 

- 

.1 

flykman LLP 
ney for Defendant 
ONAL GRID GENEFLATION LLC &F Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
A t t O K I I e y S  f o r  P1 i 
700 Broadway $ 
New York, NY 10b03 
(212) 558-5500 



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: 

WALTER CLEGHORN 

Index No: 100488/98 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A (212) 521-5400 $ \ L  
&;- A hUG3' 

' I  $s3 

rr GLEyQW 
'3 *couH @J 

d i r  n@ Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US+ACTIVE-106667858 1 



GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY PETRONE, 

Plaintiff ( S I  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, e t  al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part  3 0  
(Heitler, J.) 

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 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 
f o r  Plaintiffs %%*>> /At'&&ey fox- Defendant  At t o r n  eys - - -  - / N B C L T I ~ N A Z  GRID GENERATION LLC 

v 7 7  Montague Street New York, 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-33  
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. deitler 



WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE C 0 .  hereby rcqwsts siiininary 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 agaiilsl 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, disniissed with prejudice and without cos 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

h \ 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CKANE CO. AUG 3 1 2011 

(21 2) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, ; 
N t W  Y v t f K  

Iklein Heitler 

AUG 1 920111 



JOSEPH OWENS, 

-against - 

Plaintiff (5) , 

NATIONAL GRID GENEMTION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 05/115563 
99/122431 

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 i n  the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice L a w  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. 

Dated: Brookkyn, N e w  Y o r k  

@e, E s q .  
and Dykman LLP 

rney for Defendant 
GRID GENERATION LLC 

7 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

/iJJF 3 1 201’ 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
N e w  York, NY 1 
( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X I_I_______________________l__l________l_ 

-X ____l_l---___l____l-_--__-_-------------- 

JEANETTE SIKKAS, Individually and as 
Executrix fox the Estate of BERNARD 
SIKKAS, 

Plaintiff (51 ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 02/118207 
00/110522 

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 there to ,  

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: Brooklyn, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
ney for- Defendant Attorneys f o r  

Montague Stree t  New York, NY L 
GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 ( 2 1 2 )  5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  , 3 '  
*. I (718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



I .  

Plaintiff(s), 

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

: Hon,Sherry Klein Heitler, A. C. & S., NC., gal. 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ew York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

By: 
' Michael Fanxlli, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 1 

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

I .- 
Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

SHERRY KLEIN HEiTtER 



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

VIRGINIA ARTURI, as Executrix of the Estate 
of JAMES CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiff ( s )  

-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

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

Index No.: 02/101855 

96/115065 
95/128844 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ( ''NATIONAL GRID" ) , sued here in  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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ERATION LLC 
New York, NY 100 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  



DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, as Executrix for 
the Estate of MARTIN MICHALSKI, SR, and 
DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, Individually, 

Index No.: 111035-98 

Plain tiff(s), 

magainst- 

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

Defendants. 
1 

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 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. 

tu h 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

/& r"yl[ O ' L  
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Tnc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 

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

2430 Route 34 

!fV73L E D (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2011 

C O U N ~  CLERKS OF- 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 9 2011 



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

Index No.: 05/115563 

97/121762 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH OWENS, 

X ----------------________1_11____________ 

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

Plaintiff ( a )  , 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a., 

Defendants. 
X ---------------lt____flll__l____________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ('NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant: to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition .thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same a r e  

hereby dismissed with pre judice  and without costs. 

Dated: Bro 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

D 
AL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Montague Street New York, NY 1 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

A\JG '5 1 20" 
couN-fy CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

- -x _______-__- - -_________________I_______ 

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

GIOVANNI PETRONE and MARY PETRONE, 

Plaintiff (9) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et d., 

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

Index N o m  

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 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for P l a i n t i f  
700 Broadway 

77 Montague Street 
rooklyn, NY 11201 
718) 855-9000 4 

SO ORDERED, 



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

' NYCAL 

' (Hon. Sherry Klein I-Aler) 

' Index No.:  I 1 1040-98 

PATRICIA ANN RAMMACI-IER, as Executrix for : Part 3o 
the Estate of RICHARD RAMMACHER, and 
PATRICIA ANN KAMMACHER, Individually, 

P 1 ai nt iff( s) , 
I 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY -against- 

' JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
. ORDER 

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

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, aiid there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

K&L, GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. + F I L E D  

AUG 3 'I 2011 599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 

COUNT/ CLERK'S OFfiE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 536-3900 
- 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG J 9 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: 

RICHARD RAMMACHER 

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

Index No: 11 1040198 

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, 

Dated: New York, New York 

02 silk ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 
. .  

#-. ygv buG <: 1 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106677908 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X -____---__-----_-__-__Ill_Il____r_______ 

X ____________f_-__l_lll___l______________ 

ALICE JANE WAGNER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM A. WAGNER, and ALICE 
JANE WAGNER, Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 03/100771 
00/103413 

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 8 3212 ,  

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition t he re to ,  

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: BrookLvn. New York 

AL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 100 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000  

SO ORDERED, 

1~ , - - -  - 

(718) 85519000 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ARA NELL MURPHY, Individually and JAN A R E  : NYCAL 
MURPHY, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES E'. 
MURPHY, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: 1.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.:  I 11047-98 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. AND S.,  INC. (ARMSTRONG : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
CONTRACTlNCi & SUPPLY), et al., : ORDER 

Defendants. 
X r----_--------------________l_l_________------------------------- 

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

abovc-cntitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kules Section 32 12. dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE C'O. with prejudice, and there being 110 

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. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 

D CRANE CO. 
599 1,cxington Averiue 

(212) 558-5500 New York, N Y  10022 
'.j 3 2911 3 

j 536-3900 

COUNTY CLkRK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SAM DONOFRIO, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 03/107991 
03/100755 
98/113130 rn 

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 8 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. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
'7 124 , 2011 

-c and Dykman LLP 
ney f o r  Defendant 
L GRID GENEFLATION LLC 
tague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
70 0 Broadwaqp-i 
New York, NVFP 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C'OUN'TY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LI'I'IGA'I'ION 

This Document Relates To: 
: NYC'AI. 

BARBAKA A.  FLOWERS, as Executrix for the : I.A.S. Part 30 
Estate ofL>ONALD C. FLOWERS, and BARBARA : (lion. Sherry Klein Ileitler) 
A. FLOWERS, Individually, 

: Index No.: 11 1057-98 
PI ai n t i ff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, N C . ,  et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X -_--------_______--____tf 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 

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 

Dated: h B(d, 

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

AUG 3 1 Io'' Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

IFFICE 

H (3 n. s y  Kleh Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JACK DONALDSON 

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

Index No: 11 1058198 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

?lib ,2011 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York. New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106676571 .I 



-against- 

- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, A. C. & S., INC., gt d. 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ew York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

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

odyear Canada Inc. 

< 

By: 
' Michael%m;lli, Esq. 

F1 ' * I I  

(-L#S om= 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yorlc 10003 

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 1001 F \ L E  (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 3 02-2400 

AUC 3 20'2 

couH-flNE'EI YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J S C .  

~~€~~~ teeErM HEiTLER 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Heitler, J. 

Index No.: 02/118207 

98/105235 
97/121939 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_r - - -_________ l______ l_ l________________  X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JEANETTE SIKKAS, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of BERNARD 
SIKKAS, 

____________________ f_ l__________ f f_____  

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a l . ,  

Defendants. 
- -x __________I___________________I_______ 

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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Broo 

ney f o r  Defendant 0 
ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Mantague Street New York, NY 10 . ‘, 

\ \  
rooklyn, NY 11201 ( 2 1 2 )  558-5500  + +  “ I  

*< -1 (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 



_ _  

JAY C. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

TR4NE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 
STANDARD, INC., 

Defendants. 

Index No,: 11 1065-98 

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., fWa 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 
(212) 558-5500 

-+ 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K: Heitler 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

B"L E D Manasquan, New Je 
(732) 528-8888 

A@ 3 1 2011 



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

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND JARZY NSKl 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 1069/98 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

dlw ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

AuG 3 1 20'1 SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06677238.1 



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

1N RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 
L.A.S. Part 30 EMILY H. JANCA, as Executrix for the Estate of 

RICHARD A. JANCA, : (Hen, Sherry Klein Ileit,erj 

Plaintiff(s j, 

-against- 

: Index No.: 1 1  1069-98 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al.. : ,JUDGMENT MOTlON AND 
Defendan t s. ' ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. liereby requests suminary judgment in the 

aboveentitled 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 samc are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

FILED At t or iie y s fo r P 1 ai n t i ff( s j 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. I 
New Yorlc, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys lor Defen 

599 Lexingtoh ~ v e i i i ~  
N ~ W  York, NY ib022 AUG 3 1 2U11 
(212) 536-3900 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF\= 
SO ORDEKED, NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBES'I'OS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates '1'0: 

JEFFREY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of'RAYMOND JARXYNSKI, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlcr) 

: NYCAI, 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

: 111dex NO.: I 1 1069-98 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

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

Defendants. 
X rr_l__-----------__________1__1_1_____11-"---------------------*- 

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

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

plaintifj's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being n o  

opposition thereto, 

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

dcfendaiit CRANE CO. be, and the same 

Dated: 8 I Kll\ 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

are hereby I, dismissed with prejirdicc and withoul 

K&L GATES LLP I 
Attorneys for Defeiidant 
CRANE CO. 

costs. 

L E D  
AUG 3 f 2011 

599 Lexington Avenue 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFjcE New York, NY 10003 

NEW YORK _ _  New York, NY 10022 
(21 2) 536-3900 

(212) 558-5500 

SO O R D E E D ,  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~- 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND KENSEY 

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

Index No: 11 1070/98 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Bl lb ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

/ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP, 
Attorneys for American Optical Corp rat' n 

599 New Lexington York, New Avenue, York 1Oq22 26'h FL. , F N E  
+ ;  (212) 521-5400 ' 1  L 

US-ACTIVE-I 06677649.1 



J 

-against- 

Plaintiff( s)) 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dishissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and W d y e a r  Canada JUL, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

L 

Y1 
ne M. Ratcliffe, Esq. 

I 

700Broa ay 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

- /YL&G&ce f G. Lee, E 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

v 

(212) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: / 



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: 

JOHN J. MCCUE 

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

Index No: 11 IO76198 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SI 1cp ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %q;T> 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. kS 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL, 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 A l l  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106684536.1 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW YORK 



A. W. CHESTERTON CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AN13 

Defendants. : ORDEK 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary j itdgment 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  cos^\ 

,_ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEI'L'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 55X-S500 

CRANE CO. 

New 599 Lexington York, NY Avenue 10022 F I L E D ;  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND WEBER 

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

Index No: I 12521198 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106686208.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARTIN ZUCKERMAN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 11 3040/98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 

TI/@ ,201’ 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US,ACTIVE-108888278 1 



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

X ___l_r___----------------------~~~-"----------------------------- 

IN RE:  NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I'his Document Relates To: 

VALERIE ZUCKERMAN, as Executrix for the 
Estate of MARTIN ZUCKERMAN, and 
LAWRENCE ZUCKERMAN, as Executor for the 
Estate of THELMA ZUCKERMAN, 

X - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~  

* NYCAL 
* I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hen. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

' Index No.: 1 13040-98 Plaintiff( s), 

-against- ' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
' ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS Co., et a]., 

Defendants. 
X __~r__rr_rr_-_----_---------------------------~"-"~"------------- 

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

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

plairltiYFs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with pre.judice, 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: $ 1  rrl 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
At tor lie y s for P hint iff( s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(312) 558-5500 New York, N Y  10022 AUG 3 1 201' 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

599 Lexington Avenue 

5 3 6-3 900 
~ U N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

AUG 1 9 2011 



SIJPRGME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'I'his Document Relates To: 

AKA NELL MURPHY, Individually and JAN ARIE : NYCAL 
MURPHY, as Executrix for the Estate ofJAMES F. 
MURPHY, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

X ___________111_"_____1---"--------------------------~-"------------ 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), : Index No,:  1 13121-c)8 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. AND S . ,  INC. (AKMSTRONG : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
VON1'RACTINC; & SUPPLY), et nl., : ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment i i i  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 claiins against 

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

K&L GATES LLP 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington A v e i k  ; 
New York, NY 10022 

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

A m  3 1 2011 

couNTY CLEWS oFF,cE 
NEW VoRK 

AUG 1 92011 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X ____________r_--_f_-l l l_l_______________ 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ - _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

SAM DONOFRIO, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, 6 d., 

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

Index No.: 03/107991 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN G E N E W T I O N  LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant: NATIONAL GRID with 

' prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
3 lL4 , 2011 

ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague St ree t  

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.'?.y? 
Attorneys for 
70 0 Broadway-  
New York, NY" 0 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ .. . 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM WAGNER 

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

Index No: 1 131 77/98 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g(* ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadwav 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W, Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SHERRY KlElN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106666155 1 



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 _________-r l - -____--________________I I__ 

ALICE JANE WAGNER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM A .  WAGNER, and ALICE 
JANE WAGNER, Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

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

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

98/113046 

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 Rule6 B 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant: NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brookl,yn, New York 

~ T ~ O N A L  GRID GENERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys f o r  P l a i  
700  Broadway 
New York, NY 1 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_- - - - - - -______l_f_ l____f______________ - -x 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
-X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

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

VIRGINIA ARTURI, as Executrix of the Estate 
of JAMES CALLAHAN, 

Plaintiff ( S I ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

96/315065 
95/128844 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMFLRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued here in  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 4 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. 

L GRID GENERATION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 



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

h 

v 

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

ED CODAIR 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
! 
I 
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 

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. 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

I63671 5 



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

._ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

EDWARD A. CODAIR, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 118174-98 

/ 
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., 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 

I""r"rk 
/ g & & / a ? N  

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby 

AUG 3 1 2 0 f l  

OFf'lQ 
COUNTY CLEF?&$ 

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 

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

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 9 2011 



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

CHRISTOPHER KANE 

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

Index No: 119840/98 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 

glru ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 521-5400 1 F I L E D  

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She . Heitler 

AuG 3 \ zo’’ 
couNn CLERK‘S OFFICE 

AUG 9 2011 
US+ACTIVE-ID6683920 1 

NEW YOfW 



From: FAXmaker To: John Burbridge Page: 2/4 Date: 4/29/2011 4:11:54 PM 

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

IN RE NEW YORX COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATTON 
X __l--l--------__________c_I_l___________ 

THIS DOCUMmT REFERS TO: 

JOANN KARALES and SUSAN PAVACIC, as Co- 
Executrices for t he  E s t a t e  of ANTHONY 
LAWUJO, and ROSE I*AMANO, Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENEmTION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, a,, 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
S-RY JPDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL G R I D " ) ,  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 51 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that  upon not ice  to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby digmissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  

Dated: Broo 

Frank M. 0 

for Defendant Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t i f f s  
0 AI, GRID GENERATION LLC 700  Broadway 

F I  ontague Street  New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

~~ 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

AU 

L E D  
3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE, 
NEW YORK 

This fax was sent with EFI 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 

JOSEPH C. LANG, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 121919-98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMlARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

v 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., fk/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 , 
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jers P"'rS""L E D (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 t 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW Y W  

92011 



' NYCAL 

' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

JOSEPH G. MASSARO, as Personal Representative : Part 30 
for the Estate of JOSEPH I;. MASSARO, 

Plaintiff(s), Index No.: 100050-99 

"against- 

A.C. AND S.,  INC. (ARMS'I'RONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
' ORDER 

De fend ants . 
X _________________________________fr_____------------_--_-__------ 

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 c o  

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 g-g (213 536-3900 

SO OKDERED, 
Hon. Sherry ei Heitler 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREh E COURT OF THE STATE OF JEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LAWRENCE ELlE 

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

Index No: 100558/99 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

f F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 
I 

' t  AUG 3 1 2011 SO ORDERED, *- - 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK 

Hon. SheGR. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-I 06667906.1 

AUG 192011 



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

IGNATIUS NOTARO and IDA NOTARO, Index No.: 99/101027 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et d., 

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 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. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 

Brooklyn, (718) 855-9000 NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  $ \ L E D  
3 20'' 

SO ORDERED, COuNflNE~ V O W  
c ~ ~ M ' S  Of F \ a  



I 

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

- 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS Ll TI GAT1 ON - 
This Document Relates to: 

IGNATIUS NOTARO 

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

Index No: 101027/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

W l b  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th F L. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 tot1 
mNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
US-ACTIVE-106668008 1 



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

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD PAIGE 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 101 176199 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glrb r2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 I 2011 3 
C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFEE 

NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVS-106671763.1 

AUG 1 92011 



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 PALUMBO 

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

Index No: 101 196/99 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d I c p  ,2011 

m 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ">--!+*% 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106671792.1 

UG 1 92011 



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

This Document Relates to: Index No: 101 607199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

I 
HERMAN H. HARDY JR. 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l lb  ‘2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 \ 20’’ 
Ty CLERK’S muN Neu~ORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 06687936 1 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN BOVENZI 

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

Index No: 101 622199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

q / l l P  j 2 O I 1  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq/  
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106646203.1 
COUNTY CLERK'S 

NEW Y W  



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

.- 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES RIGGINS SR, 
(Deceased), 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

_- 

Index No.: 101624-99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARDy 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., W 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 

prejudica and without costs. 

3 1 2DfB 
Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. , 

Attorney for Defendant COUhln 
Trane US Inc., fMa American S!##ri% 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg Braaten & Pascarella, LLC a.ws 
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 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES RIGGINS SR. 

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

Index No: I01 624199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHERE FORE, defendant American Optical Corporation here by 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gl\(p ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. “z Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106672030 1 



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

This Document Relates to: 

ALDO PUGLIESE 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 102947/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

I I 

I 
Dated: New York, New York 

g1ir, ,201’ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26’” FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
I 

htjG 3 1 2011 

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 

prejudice and without costs. 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES RAY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 103362/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

32 12, 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

slrb j 2 O I 1  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26Ih FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, i . F I L E D :  
h 

AUG 3 1 2011 : 
COUNTY CLERKS omcE 

NEW YORK US-ACTIVE-1 06671 858.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD BELLO AND LORRAINE BELLO, 

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

i Index No.: 103579/99 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- j NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et al., 

~ 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, New York Protective Coverings, hereby requests summary 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, New York Protective Coverings, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, New York Protective Coverings, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
I 

Dated: New York, New Yark 7/a.i 2011 

Robert Darish, Esq, 
Attornev for Defendant 
New Y&k Protective Coverings 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward Bello and Lorraine Bello 
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1001 7 

F I L E D  (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2011 

2177-#&INTY CLERK'S OFFlE  
NEW YORK 

(N0046269-11 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 103579/99 

EDWARD BELLO AND LORRAINE BELLO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et al,, 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREKNE,-aetendant, Hercules Chemical Co., he., he~eby-wquests summary- - _ _  

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Hercules Chemical Co., Inc., with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant, Hercules Chemical Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * 201 1 F I L E D  

Hercules Chemical Co., Inc. 

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

Edward Bello and Lorraine Bello 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 

(212) 986-2233 

87-0608 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
(N0083644-I} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 103579/99 

EDWARD BELLO AND LORRAINE BELLO, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- j NO OPPOSITION 

\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 
I 
I 

-__ WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
_ - .  - .  --. _r._ - - - . - 

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

complaint against defendant, Zurn 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, Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
gp .2011 

L E D . ,  
? 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFEE 
Zurn Industries, Inc. Edward Bello and Lorraine Bello NEW YORK 
MCGIVNEY & KLuGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

EARLY & STRAUSS, LL 
360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 
(212) 986-2233 

535-0155 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
{N0083644-1} 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT REID 

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

Index No: 103692/99 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

slrb ,201' 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
A ~ G  3 1 Zo1' 

US-ACTIVE-106671968 1 



This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM EUGENE VOSS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

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

Defendants, 

Index No: 99-103824 

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 pr U P 
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 

2430 Route 34 
INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY. 

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN FLASHOFSKY SR. 

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

Index No: I03855199 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

%l\b 3 1 '  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

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

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

@*I L E D  
non. snerry N G  3 1 2012 . .  - I  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-10666791 1.1 



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

RICHARD ROBBINS and MARIE ROBBINS, Index No.: 104052-99 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fWa AMENCAN 

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: ~ us-+ 1q201\ 
ork. New 'k'ork 

I i -  

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, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

AUG 1 92011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS ZElD 

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

Index No: 104569/99 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g b  ' *Ol1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

- r  
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106672541.1 

(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
I - ,  

Index No: 1047443199 

LEVI WALTON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb ' 201 1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, - BLED 
AUG 3 1 2011 Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106672515 1 

AUG 192011 



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: Index No: 105423/99 

MARVIN SCHUMER 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 plaintiff’s 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

fly SZIlb ,2Ol1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

AIJG 3 I 20’’ 

US-ACTIVE-I 06672378.1 

.. 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WITHOLD SOSNOWSKI 

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

Index No: 105620/99 

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 i 
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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d l b  2011 

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

/? (2 12) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP.- * 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 3- 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106672450.1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105650/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I This Document Relates to: 

PAUL SLOAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S I I ~  ~ 0 1 1  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Eiq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 5 5 8 k O O  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106672419.1 



ANTHONY M. SLOAN, as Administrator for the 
Estate of PAUL J. SLOAN, 

Index No.: 105650-99 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., 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 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. 

JJ Q'L 
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 Plaintifls) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 



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

~~ ~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN ANTHONY COMETTI 

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

Index No: IO6086199 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York u 811@ ,201' 

Christopher W. Healy, E q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

F I L E D  ; i r  SO ORDERED, 

\ . -  AUG 3 1 ?flat 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK US-ACTIVE-106641382 1 

AUG 1 92011 



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: 
AUGUST ARRINDELL 

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

Index No: 106246/99 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York OH dlb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, E . 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFRGE 
NEW YOFK 

US-ACTIVE-106646175.1 

At  rr: 1 9 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

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

X - -__________- - - - - - - -_____________ l_ f_ f__  

FRANK COSTELLO and ANN COSTELLO, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et: al., 

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

Index No.: 99/106261 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t ha t  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. 

r Defendant Attorneys f o x  Plaintiffs 
ID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

EIEG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF- 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



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

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

Index No: 106261/99 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK COSTELLO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

F\LED 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

MG 3 I 

~~~~~!~ 

GLWK” CX-E 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106667861.1 AUG 1 92011 



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: 
HAROLD AMES 

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

Index No: 106316/99 

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 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

I L E D  9 * o ;  

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler AUG 3 1 2011 ' 1 
SO ORDERED, 1 1  

COUNTY CLERK'S OF- 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 066461 61,l 

AUG 1 92011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
GEORGE CHAMPAGNE 

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

Index No: 106337/99 

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 plaintiif's 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. 

/ 

Dated: New York, New York 

drip '20" 

6 
- a m # .  + 

e,, I %, 
f, 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 521-5400 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106848229 1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SUSANROSSBACH 

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

Index No: 106763/99 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

$1 lb , 201' 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York I0022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFEE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 06672086.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS JOSEPH GREEN 

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

index No: 107233199 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

n Dated: New York, New York 

~ h l p  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,G>hn. %-"* 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

0 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1~~42684 I COUP"'&VJ YORK 

(21 2) 558-5500 

0 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

A ~ G  3 \ 
,-.I cam o w E  

CC US-ACTIVE-I 06~42684. I 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HOWARD GUILDER 

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

Index No: 10'7251199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical 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 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Edq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

A ~ G  3 \ Zu1' SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1088427EB 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10791 3/99 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK A. lOLl NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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 plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation 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 American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I 

P 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(2 12) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2QZl 

US-ACTIVE-1066679461 

COUNTY CLERKS 0- 
NEW YORK 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

FRED H. KAUFMAN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 108200/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

:rank Ortiz, Esq. w- -? wb Christ1 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. y) REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

(21 2) 558kSOO 

P1 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E ~  I 
US-ACTIVE-106667550.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JACOB TUREK 

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

Index No: 108485/99 

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 

I 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 521-5400 

huG 'J \ lbii 

Ty CLERK'S om= 
@Yt% 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106843046 1 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROSE VENTRY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALBERT VENTRY, and ROSE VENTRY, 
Individually, 

Index No: 108599-99 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et a]., 

Defendants. 

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., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are'her 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

AUG 3 t 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 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS TAYLOR 

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

Index No: 108617/99 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb '*01' 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, Bth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD ROEBINS 

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

Index No: 108914/99 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SIIb ,2011 

1-1 -4 Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n (21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP: 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 
I 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES E. MACK JR. 

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

Index No: 109747/99 

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 

3212, 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

f l lb  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 1002 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-105388123.1 



JOHN KNOX & MAUREEN KNOX, 

Plaintiff( s) , 

: Index No. 103975197 
1 13280/97 

-against- 1 15429/05 

J 

: NO OPPOSITION 
A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et id. SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

,Defendants. : MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

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

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

New York, New York 100 18 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 1 O083/99 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, dcfcndant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitlcd casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Section 32 12, 

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

and there being no opposition thcreto, 

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

defendant FUT .‘I’ON ROI1,HR WOIiKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc and 

without costs. 

Ncw York, New York 10006 

Weilz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, - 

11 - AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRED C. HAGEDORN 

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

Index No: 1 IO087199 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g)lb ,2011 

p)---&- 4 - u  
% ,,k w- Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

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

\)\ REED SMITH, LLP. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ 81 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106667933 1 



-- 

DONALD H. SAWYER, Index No.: 11 115299 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 
- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, JUDGMENT AND 
et al. 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, TRANE US NC., fk/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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  
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New 

AUG 3 1 2011 (732) 528-8888 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 9 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD SAWYER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 1 1 1 152/99 

I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

A 1 1 4  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys far American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 '. 

US-ACTIVE-1 06672304.1 COUNTY CLERKS O F W  
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SHIRLEY POVELL 

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

Index No: 11 1201199 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllcp ,2011 

~~~ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, F I L E D ; : ;  
1 .  

AUG 3 1 2011 4 

US-ACTIVE-I 06640258.1 
COUNTY CLERK'S me 

NEW YORK 



I against - 

A.C. 8L S, lnc., et al. 

P 1 ai 11 ti fl'(s), 

NO OI'POSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 1 1573/99 

NYCAX, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WI IHREFORE, defendant I'UL'I'ON BOILER WORKS hereby rcquests summary 

judgment in the abovc-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scctioii 3212, 

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

and thcrc being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, ihat upon noticc to all co-def'endants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfcndant FIJL'I'ON BOILER WORKS bc and the same are hereby disniisscd with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenbcrg 
700 13roadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(2 12) 558-550 



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

_- ~~~~ -~~~~~ ____. . . 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-- 

SIMONE STEWART, Individually and as Index NO,: 11 1889-99 
Executrix for the Estate of STEPHEN A. 
STEWART, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al. 

Defendants. 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fllda American Standard, Inc. 

New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New JerseyK731 
(732) 528-8888 

(212) 558-5500 

3 1 2QIt  
SO ORDERED, 

H o n o r a b l c a e w  Heitler 



SIMONE STEWART, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of STEPHEN A. 
STEWART, 

Index No.: 11 1889-99 

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/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, 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismiss 

prejudice and without costs. \LE" 

Jd #! b e 7 : w  

i *Lull ', :r AUG 3' 
s O F F a  

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq,2, 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Tnc., 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 

(732) 528-8888 

htG 1 9 tu'' 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

STEPHEN STEWART 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 1889199 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gJ(CP ,2011 

--": '.4- 

Frank Qrtiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 521- 400 m F I L E D  
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK US-ACTIVE-106672487 1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



JAY C. TAYLOR, Index No.: 112622-99 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 
STANDARD, JNC., 

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 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/k/a AMEMCAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: AUQURL rs ,m 

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

/(&( d Q'L 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tram US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jers 08736 

(732) 528-8888 F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500 

AUG 3 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF= 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 9 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: 
DONALD ALLEN 

Index No: 113379/99 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gllu ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. u,. - * 1, *.:: Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 

Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. “.>L 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

r F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 ( 2 1 2 y - 5 7  

AUG 3 1 2011 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE: 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106646075.1 



I “p 

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

I 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES NOLAN COTHRON 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

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

Index No: 1 14000/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

W - L  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-108667899 1 

AUG 1 92011 



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: 

ANTHONY DOBIES 

Index No; I14491199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York d Christopher W. Healy, Es . 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

d l b  f2Ol1 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 0 

SO ORDERED, i :  F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 1 :  

i .  

US-ACTIVE-106642257.1 

EQ~~NT( CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 92011 



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 6 EST0 S L ITlGATlO N 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS FUGATE 

Index No: 116768199 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

€?)b ,2011 

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

Y 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 ' 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106667920.1 



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

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

Index No: 116769199 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM FULLER 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

V l l b  ,201' 

~~~ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2Ul1 

US-ACTIVE-106667925 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JACK DONALDSON 

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

Index No: 116634/99 

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. 

/-7 Dated: New York, New York 

/ 

WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. \$ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

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

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06676582 I 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
PETER ARANSON 

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

Index No: 117930/99 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d l b  ,*02’ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
f 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New Ydrk 10022 

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

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

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 20’’ 

US-ACTIVE-1 CM46165.1 

AUG 1 92011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN GARY 

Index No: 117282/99 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

s JIW ,201’ 

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

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-106667929 1 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFEE 
NEW V W  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MANUEL MARCOTE 

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

Index No: 118267199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/ 

Christopher W. Healy:Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 1 

TI- WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F2\ LE , (21 2) 558-5500 

e A ~ G  3 \ 2''' ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-108667916. I 

AUG 1 92011 



ALFRED M. ROKITKA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 119721-99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f N 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry M e i t l e r  

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 

AUG 3 1 2Ot1 

COUNN CLERK'S OF= 
NEW YORK 



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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWJCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 

HAMMONTON NJ 
SUITE 202 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MIRIAM HAHN, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of GERALD D. HAHN, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 190675-99 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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 7 p q  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s) , 
Miriam Hahn, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of Gerald D. Hahn 
700 Broadway 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO 'ORDERED: 

New York, NY 10003 



This Document Relates To: 

JAMES T. KENNEDY, 

Index No.: 12045099 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

TR4NE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 
STANDARD, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, NC*, 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 

FWitk D TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby 

Dreiudice and without costs. . "  
AUG 3 1 2011 

OFFICE' 

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, 

AUG192011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

STEPHEN F. MEYER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 120263/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

-1 
Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558k500 

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFRCE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106667963 1 

AUG 1 92011 



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: Index No: 121345/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

DANIEL M. MAUPIN 

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. 

fi 
Dated: New York, New York 

5dlb ‘2011 

3 Frank Orti: Esq. ‘ i -  Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -\\, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-lW7978 1 

! 1 2) 52 1 -5400 ~- 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 92011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS X. BACHETY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 121 732199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 

f '  j r  F I L E D  
* I ,  

SO ORDERED, 
: f AUG 3 1 2011 +- 

US-ACTIVE-106b11317.1 



This Document Relates To: 

FRANCIS XAVIER BACHETY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 121732199 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. & S. INC., et al. 
1. 

Defendants. 

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 prejudic? imd 
i 

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

Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT CORTRIOHT 

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

Index No: 121 856199 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

q\lb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Csq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

F I L E D  I_ 

1 .  
AUG 3 1 201' 

SO ORDERED, 
; F  

US-ACTIVE-108641688.1 



I -against- 

Index No.: 121856199 

I 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING 
AND SUPPLY), et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

L 

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 
I 

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. 

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

/ 

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPA 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 0 

AUGl92011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



This Document Relates To: 

JOHN BELLANDI, 

Plaintiff@), 

"against- 

Index No.: 99-121932 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

X ----_--__1___--------------"------------"--- 

WHEREFOREy 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 

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

FItT*E D dismissed with prejudice and 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALVIN EHL 

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

Index No: 121 980/99 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Bllb ,2011 m Christopher REED SMITH, W. LLP. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, * i F I L E D  
k AUG 3 \ lotll 

US-ACTIVE-108642380 1 

AUG 192011 



~~ 

This Document Relates To: 

I Defendants. 

GEREZARDT KUHN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Index No: 121981-99 

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 

plaintiff's complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, with prejudice, and there 

+ 

L 

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 prej 
t ,  

costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RUDY H. LAUFER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 121 982/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I P  

I '  

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106667969 1 



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

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
_ _ _ l l _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ r _ _ _ I - r - - - - I - - - - - " - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Louis A. Lipa, Sr. 

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

Index No: 109809/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New 

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

so ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWTTZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

AUG 3 1 2011 



SLJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. NYCAL JOAN CHURCH LOBUS, as Executrix for the Estate : 
' ofRAYMOND LOBUS, and JOAN CHURCH 

LOBUS, Individually, 

Part 3o 
(Hon. Sherry Klein 1 leitler) 

Plaintiff(s), ' Index No.: 12 1983-99 

-against- 
' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
' JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
' OHDER 

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

Defendants . 
X _l__lf-__-----------_________llllf__l_lr-------------------"---"- 

WHEREFORE7 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 C M N E  CO. with prejudice, and there being n o  

oppositioii 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: dK -1- I 

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

l,l.,P 
Attorneys for Defend 
CRANE CO. 

i I D 
599 L,exington Avenuk AUG 3 lbll 
New York, NY 10022 



JERKY E. MaLANEY, 

Plaintiff (s) I 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NY CAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. - 

NO OPPOSITION 
StJM4XRY JWD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
_________- -___________r_________ l__ r__  - -x 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

above-entitled case, pursuant to civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the game are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook yn, New York 
'3  2d' /" , 2011 

and Dykman LLP 
y f o r  Defendant 
L GRID GENERATION LLC 
tague Street New York, N 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

0P"t.E 0 Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the  Estate 
of MICHAEL GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff (8) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al. , 

Index No.: 02/112375 
00/105977 

(-yimi33 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID w i t h  

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: Brook1 

NAE GRID GENERATION LLC 
ontague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

c 

h 

Frank M. Ortiz, 

Attorneys f o x  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WEITZ ,s LuxENBd:q~ .~~ 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 

AUG 3 1 2011 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



P 1 ai n ti ff( s ) , 

I against - 

N 0 01'1'0 S I ' l l  ON SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MO1'ION AN13 
OKDER 

Index No.: 1 0 6 4 6 2 i O d a  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WIIBI3EFORE, defcndant I.'UL,TON BOILER WORKS hereby requests sumnary 

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

dimissing plaintilTs' coinplaint against defcndant FUL'rON BOILEII WORKS with prejudice, 

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

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

defeiidant FTJL'1'0N BOILIX WOIKS be and the same arc hcreby dismissed with prejudice md 

without costs. 

.v -- Franlc Ortiz,Esq. 
Attonicy for Plaintifys 
Weitr. & 1,uxeiibcrg 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway 

Harry Mc'l'icrnaii Xr. Moorc 
2 licctor Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

(212) 558-5SO (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDEICED, - 
- AUG 3 t 2a1'1 

.m 

1 6  2011 coutW CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



RONALD W. KLOPFER, 

-against - 

Index No.: 00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 

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 3 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant; NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
I.-. ..b rln11 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C\\ 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs '' ' 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

E D  (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

AUG 2 'I 2011 

COUNTl CLERK'S OFFIE 
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: 

DIANE L. KUCIEL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI, PATRICIA JUZDOWSKI, : (Hon. Shewy Klein Heitler) 
Individually, 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

: Index No.: 12 1988-99 
Plain tiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants, 
__1""___________________l_l____l_r_l____------------"-""--------- X 

- WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hercby requests summary judgment in  tlic 

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CKANE CO. with prejudice, and there being 110 

opposition thereto, 

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

dekndant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudicc and without costs. 

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

W Attorneys for Ilefendaiit 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

ieitier 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_r r - -_________- l f______f r______f______  - -X  

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
--___-__---_________11_______1_______1__ X 

RICHARD W .  MITCHELL, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 03/117873 
00/109249 

/99 f 1223#,., 
( -  <*' 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMWiRY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (\\NATIONAL GRID"), sued here in  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook1 n, New York 
7 i h  , 2011 

ey for Defendant  

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

1 Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ---y 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ib 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs *" + 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 
. ,  

h , ; ,  ' 
p ' '  .i r J  L J 

AUG 3 1 2011 



KARL MULLER, 

Plaintiff ( S I  I 

-against - 

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

Index N F ~ ~ ? ,  
12218 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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 3 2 1 2 ,  

dismissing plaintiff's complaint: against defendant NATIONAL GRID 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 NATIONAL GRID be and. the Same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ENEFWTION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,wC. 
Attorney fox Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F l  
AUrj 3 I 

WUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



S'IJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUN'I'Y OF NEW YOIN 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KARL MULLER, 

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

i Index No,: 109465 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 
* .  

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

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

costs. 

Dated: N F ~ : T  New,:;;: 

b - d &  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 BROADWAY 
New York, New York 10003 

q / p l 2 )  558-5500 

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

- _  
SO OlU)ERED, 

Hon. She 
* .  . ,  

1 ,  



-against- 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JWDCMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

GENERATION LLC 
7 Montague Street 

SO ORDERED, 



NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITXON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. - -x 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil practice Law and Rules 5 3 2 1 2 ,  

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. 

Attorneys fox Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
~ e w  York, NY 10003 F I L E D ntague Street 
( 2 1 2 )  558 -5500  

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFJCE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 



JESSE MCSHERRY ( d e c . ) ,  

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

__-___-____________________________ I____  

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENEliaTION 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 

Cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and. the Same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

n ; l t . d :  Brooklvn, New York 

.y'e;llYand Dykman LLP 
for -  Defendant 
GRID GENERATION LLC 

Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

700  Broadway P' 

S O  ORDERED, 

I 



JAMES H. MCELROY (dec.)  , 

Plaintiff ( 5 1 ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

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

Index No.: 07/100837 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J W D W N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant: to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there  being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and.the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
7 / 2 4 ]  , 2011 

f o r -  Defendant  
GRID GE~~ERATION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Attorneys for P l a i n t i f  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500  

SO ORDERED, 



CHARLES M. RUMFOLA (dec.)  , 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, & &., 

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

Index No. : 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JWDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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 ca-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 

m i1 2oL1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for P l a i n t  iff s 

1 I d T h O h i  GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PHILIP SABELLA 

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

Index No: 122 193/99 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g11b ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26fh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-1-L E D (21 2) 558-5500 

4 

hU(j 3 1 20'' SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106872235 1 



SUPRF,ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plain tiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTlON AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., W a  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 AMERTCAN 

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., fWa AMERTCAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

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

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



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- -____- -______- -____I___________________ X NYCAL 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
-X (Heitler, J.) - - _ _ - - _ - _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ ~ - - - - _ - - - - - - - - -  

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE SCERE, Index No@ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD-NT 

Plaintiff (51,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENEFLATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, _et a,, 

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 3 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 casts. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
*TIL4 , 2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. **q-"nh, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C .  hh,2; 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs rney for Defendant 

Montague Street New York, NY 100 
IONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

FILE< Brooklyn, NY 11201. (212) 558-5500 
L kgG 3 1 2Q't 

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

maw CLERKS mcE 
SO ORDERED, *Jp&YORK 



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

X __________________-___ l___f l____________ 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__________-______________ I______________  x 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENEUTION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index NoYF-Y 
12219 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ____________-_____-_________ I___________  

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (''NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
7 /.uq , 2011 

F I L E D  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

@x+$NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
77 Montague St ree t  

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTf CLERK'S OFFiCF 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
I _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ f _ - - - f - - - - - - - - - r - - - - - - - - - -  - X  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

- -X _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ t - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

PATRICK C. VANCHIERI, 

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

Index No.-U 
22 9 

Plaintiff (8) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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, a l l  claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without: costs. 

ney f o r  Defendan t  AttOKneyS f o x  P l a i n t i  
700 Broadway AL GRID GENERATION LLC 

ntague Street New York, NY 1O0Ot3 3 1 *dJ 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  ': buG 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  r :  

I ,  . SO ORDERED, 
:'I I 



SIJPREME COUK'T OF THE STATE OF NEW YOIIK 
COLJNTY OF N E W  YORK 

CAROL BAKER, as Executrix for the Estate of : NYCAL 
MARK WITTER, and BEVERLY WITTER, : I.A.S. Part 30 
Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- NO-OPPOSTTTON SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS Co., et al., : ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ 1 _ _ 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 there to, 

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. 

Attornoys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

59'3 Lexington Aveiii\e 

:\ 
'\ 1 oouNn CLERK'S OFf%E 

10024 .* AUG 3 1 'Lull 

- ~ NEWYORK 
Hon. Sh k in  Heitler 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 92011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

_________________________ I_________ I____  X 

_____-__lll_______________l_l_____l____l X 

CAROL BAKER, as Executrix for the Estate 
of MARK WITTER, and BEVERLY WITTER, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 06/103645 

&%J 
NO OPPOSITION ,' 

SUMMARY JWD(;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENEmTION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ('NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein a5 KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against: defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

for- Defendant 
GRID GENEFLATION LLC 700 Broadway 

At t orneys f o r  P1 a in t i f f s  

177 M n n t i ~ u i i ~  St-.reet New York. NY 10003 
-I--- - - - - - -  I . . - 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 

/+----I 
(718) 855-9000 

itlex 
SO ORDERED, 

558-5500 



TONI ZOGBY, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of MICHAEL ZOGBY, and TONI ZOGBY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff (51,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 00/125333 

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 § 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. 

Dated: Bro 

AL GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

N 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

, -hlA 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. c. %\>I , 

New York, Nk 10003 

.. 
( 2 1 2 )  558 -5500  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____-_______________l__________________ X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
X 

JOSEPH OWENS, 

Plaintiff (s), 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5.1 

99/122431 
Index 111038 

98/105232 
97/121762 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENEMTION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague Stree t  

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  / 

I 'w*""wy 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. \'.., 5: , +  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 
(212) 558-5500 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

BARBARA A. FLOWERS, as Executrix for the : I.A.S. Part 30 
Estate of DONALD C. FLOWERS, and BARBARA : (Hon. Sherry Klein Hcitler) 
A. FLOWERS, Individually, 

: NYCAL 

: llldex No.: 122599-99 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, WC., et al., : .JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
x -_____lr__----------____I_L____c________--------~"--------------- 

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

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

plaintiff's cornplaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

.... 

I 

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

Attorneys for D e f e n d a x  
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 + 

, F t L  E 
AUG 3 1 2011 

W T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOOK 

' i  

SO ORDERED, 

4 \ 6 1  920111 



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

I 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 
I 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JULIUS PAUL NOSEWICZ 

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

Index No: 122602/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

811b ,2011 

Ch @/& ' pher W. Healy, Esq. 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th F1. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
, E  

AUG 3 1 ZOl f  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
VIRGINIA BURNS 

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

Index No: 125073199 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8llb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, E q. 

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

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ;*" REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff %+ Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
AYG 3 1 2Ol1 

US-ACTIVE-106646210 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_-__l l____r -________lr______l_r______l___ X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Henry M. Now& 

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

Index No: 11 1494/04 
100781/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_ _ _ _ l l l l _ _ " r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I - - l - c - - - - - - - l - r - - - - - - ~ _ - - - - -  X 

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

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

Dated: New ork New York * 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

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

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00 F I L E D  

AUG 3 1 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S QFPGF 
NEW YORN 

4582435.1 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATlON 

'This Document Relates To: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, : I.A.S. Part 30 

_____11_11__----_____---------1-11-llrr--~------------"---------- X 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 125767-99 
Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING : NO-()ppOfjITION SUMMARY 
& SUPPLY) et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

: ORDER 
Defendants. 

_ ~ _ l _ _ ~ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ l l l _ _ l r _ r ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suinniary judgment in thc 

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

plaintifYs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being n o  

opposition thereto, 

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

del'endant CRANE CO. bc, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

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

'% E D 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

AUG 1 92011 



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

NYCAL 
DANIEL R. MANGOLD, as Executor for the Estate 
of RONALD E. MANGOLD, : , ,A.S, Part 3o 

. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaint iff( s), 

-against- 

A.C. AND S.,  INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
' ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE C:O. hereby requests suiminilry .judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 1 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being n o  

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfcndants, all claims aiid cross claims against 

dofendant CRANE CO. be, aiid the Sam .e are here :by. dismissed with pre.judice and wilhoi 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

"It cos 

L 
AUG 3 1 2011 700 Broadway CRANE CO. 

Ncw York, N Y 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

S99 Lexington Avenue 
New Y ork, NY 10022 C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

36-3900 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 1 Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

#tu.  

E D  



A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
CON'I'KACTING & SUPPLY), et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

: ORDER 
Defendants. 

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

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

plaiiitifl's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being i io  

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) Attorneys ibr Defendant 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 New 599 Lexington York, NY Avenu 10022 F I L E D  

AUG 3 ! 2011 

NEW YORK 

)536-3900 - 

~~ ~ N T (  CLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 92011 



ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

NO OPPOSTTlON 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOJLER 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 8 -02 4 ( / 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,&-) 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8- 5 5 00 

MARIN G O O D ~ ~ F P .  
Attorneys for De 
KEELER-D ORR- OLI VER BOILER 

500 Maniaroneck Ave., Suite $01 F I L E D  COMPANY 

Harrison,NY 10528 , 
(212) 661-1151 - AUG 3 ? 2@11 



KRISTINA KENT, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of RONALD R. KENT, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 00/105342 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCXENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID',) , sued here in  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Frank M. Ortiz, E s q .  

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

"" 7 y4 
h e v  for- Defendant 

.- 
E d  Dvkrngn' LLP a WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. .LL.h 

I T ~ N A ~  GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 1000 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 ( 2 1 2 )  558 -5500  

&U6 3 t 'km I .  ( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

COUNTY CLERK'S 0FFfC;E 
SO ORDERED, NEW YQRK 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

I 

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

Index No.: 125770(69 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

t 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., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

TRANE US INC., 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 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  

.- 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey OS736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherryx Heitler 

AUG 1 9 2011 



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

EVELYN M. HARCROW, as Executrix for the 
Estate o f  JOSEPH M. HARCKOW SR., and 
EVELYN M. HAKCROW, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s1, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, N C . ,  et al., 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 12577599 

NO-OPPOSZTION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, atid there being no 

oppositioii 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 Dcfendant 

AUG 3 1 2011 
CRANE co. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintiffCs) 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Aveiiue 
New York, N Y  10022 

COUNTY CLERK'S WFCE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RAYMOND J, FAFtRELL and CAROLE A. 
FARRELL, 

Index No.: 125779-99 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

z 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa 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., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

New YArk, New York 

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

F I L E D  . (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



JOSE A. FERNANDEZ, Index No: 125779199 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa 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. 

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 a (732) 528-8888 

&\ py:. i i 



JOSE A. FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

JC~DGMENT 

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 COMTAXY, 

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. 

W d A  

Attorneys for Plaint@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

M A F W ~ O O D ~ A N ,  LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Harrison, New York 10528 

(212) 661-1 151 F I L E D  



SIJPREME COURI' OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VALERIE ZUCKERMAN, as Executrix for the . NYCAL 
Estate of MARTIN ZUCKERMAN, and 

Estate of1'HELMA ZUCKERMAN, 

. I.A.S. Part 30 
LAWRENCE ZUCKERMAN, as Executor for the : (Hen. Shemy Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), ' Index No,:  125793-99 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
* JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
' ORDER 

-against- 

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

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 tu all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same 

b'rank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and withoilt 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York. N Y  10022 I 

, I  

=/12) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
Hun. Sherry Kl&n Heitler 

AUG 1 .9  2011 



CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against- 

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

Index No. 

(Albany Co. 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 

NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Defendants. 
_________f - l___________________r______  - -X  

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing 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. 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

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

SO ORDERED, f i  
Y 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-_____-_____________________r_____ f_____  X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _  X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DENISE LANG as Executrix for the Estate 
of DUANE BROUGHTON, and CLOY BROUGHTON, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTlON 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 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: Brooklyn, New York 
7 / 2 5  , 2011 p.,, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fox Plaintiffs 

@I$AL GRID GENERATION LLC ' 700 Broadway 
77 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 

\ 
*, 1 L,.. i i '  



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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY’S MILL RD 

HAMMONTON. NJ 
SUITE 202 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CARL LUNDERMAN and ISABELLA LUNDERMAN 

against 

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

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

INDEX NO.: 00-100198 

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 Brunswick, NJ 
q\u \ 

MONICA R. KOSTRA~WA, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Carl Lunderman and lsabella Lunderman 

New York, NY 10003 

BV-SCOTCH-9 

~~ - - 



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

* NYCAL 

: (Hall. Sherry Klei,l Heitler) 

' Index No.: lOO55O-00 

MARILYN RINEHART, Individually and as ' I.A.S. Part 30 
Executrix of the Estate of HAROLD RTNEHART, 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTKAC'I'ING : JUDC;MENT MOTION 

' ORDER & SUPPLY) et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment i n  thc 
/ I .  A 1 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 1 2, dismissing 

plaintiff" complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with pre.judice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l a im and cross claims against 

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

Dated: b\cdr, 

F I L E D  Attorneys for I'laintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avehuek 
N ~ W  York, N Y  10022 7 A U ~  3 1 2011 

\ -* - (212) 558-5500 
>536-3900 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



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

This Document Relates to: 

HAROLD RINEHART 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 100550/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SIrCP ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical C 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'hw FL. rrvioe 
New York, New York 1002%- 

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

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER I 
US-ACTIVE-106885931 ,I 



- I- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT E. BRANN 

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

Index No: 100552/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sl lb  ,2011 

\' WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E  
A\IG 3 I"' SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106682984.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS BALLING 

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

Index No: 100553/00 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 9 1  2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-106682978 1 

I - -  

COUNTY CLERKS OF- 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
____l_- -____________f l__________________ x 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  X NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

PATRICIA MEHLROSE, as Administratrix for 
Estate of RICHARD H. MEHLROSE, and 
PATRICIA MEHLROSE, Individually, 

Index NO.: 00 /100582  

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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: Brooklyn, New York 
2011 

Dykman LLP WEITZ & LUX 
y for Defendant Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

AM 3 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, ww Y W  

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

(Z#WTY CLERK'S 



PATRICIA MEHLROSE, as Administratrix for 
Estate of RICHARD H. MEHLROSE, and 
PATRICIA MEHLROSE, Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 00/100582 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDI;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: B r  

---.* 

Frznk M. Orfiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

P U E D  ey f o r  Defendant Attorneys for P l a i n  
ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

177 Montague Street New York,  NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 1 3 f 2011 



SlJPKHME COLJRT OF THE STATE 01: N E W  YORK 
C 'OUNlY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 
' I .A.S. Part 30 
: (Hen, Sherry EMILY H. JANCA, as Executrix for the Estate of 

RICHARD A. JANCA, Heit,er) 

Plaintiff( s), Index No.: 10085.5-00 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMAKY A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
Defendants. : ORDER 

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

above-entitled case, piirsiiant 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-delendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

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 
New York, N Y  10003 F I L E D  CRANE CO. 

599 Ixxington Avenuc - 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS O F H E  
NEW YORK 

(2  12) 558-5500 New York, N Y  10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WESLEY SCHWARTZ 

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

Index No: 101760/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d l ( P  ,201' 

'Ln.!-*c * ** 

\+', WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Cor o tio 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FFJ ,!L E 
New York, New York $0022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. yh"- u Y  

A 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 ' A"G 3 1 2btt 

FFGE SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY -KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106885979.1 

I I 20" 



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

CHARLES A. VITALE, as Executor of the Estate of : NYCAL., 
WESLEY A. S C H W A R E ,  and EVELYN J. : I.A.S. Part 30 
SCHWARTZ, Individually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

PI aiii t iff( s ) , 

-against- 

: Index No.: 10 1760-00 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
& SUPPLY) et al., : ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - ~ - ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ * ~ ~ ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby rcquests 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 n o  

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: %\(SI 

Attorneys for Defendant F I L E D 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue 
(212) 558-5500 New York,NY 10022 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 1 92011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

'rhis Document Relates To: 

JANE?' BROOKS, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS 9. BROOKS, and JANET BROOKS, as 
Executrix for the Estate of GENEVIEVE BROOKS, 

X -______ll_r____-------------------"~------"---------------------- 

' NYC'AI. 
' I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hen. Sherry Klein 
: 

Plaintiff( s), . Index No.: 102466-00 

-against- 

' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.C & S. INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING & ; JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

' ORDER 
SUPPLY) et al., 

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 pre-judice, and there being n o  

opposjtioii thereto, 

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

defendant CKANbi CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pre.judict. and withoul cos t \ .  

Dated: 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
cou~n CLERK'S OFFICE CRANE CO. 

599 Lexington Avenue NEW YoRK 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS J BROOKS 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 102466/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S I I b  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, AUG '3 1 ~~~1 

COUNn CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106683011 1 

AUG 1 9 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.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
t Index No.: 10341 1/00 

KATHLEEN FIK, AS PROPOSED EXECUTRIX i 
FOR THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM F. RYAN, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et a]., 
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 Yor , New York 
* [ I ?  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William F. Ryan 

700 Broadway 
New York New York 10004 ' 1 A N  

MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.; I 

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

i t  *''I 
r- 

CLERK'S OF= (2 12) 509-3456 
COLINfl 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-19437 

{ N0080939-1} 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WARREN BURNHAM 

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

Index No: 10341 2/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical 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 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

9rre ,201' 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

(212) 521-5 5 F I L E D  
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry . Heitler AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Phi  nt iff( s), : Index No.: 1 034 12-00 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE C'O. hereby requesls summary judgmenl 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 

Prank Ortiz, Esq. 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Aveti~ie 
New York, N Y  10022' 

) 536-3900 i AUG 3 1 201' 

m " N 5 ~ ~  YORK 
CLERKS OFF1a SO ORDERED, -__ 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM WAGNER 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.) 
Index No: 103413/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York K 
Bllb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTlER 
US-ACTIVE-I 066aeiw. I 

E D  

C0UN-W CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

- -X ________________________l_____________ 

X f _ - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

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

ALICE JANE WAGNER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM A. WAGNER, and ALICE 
JANE WAGNER, Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

/I03413 
Index 98 113177 

98/111046 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION,LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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. 

AL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 100 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 



'This Document Relates To: : NYCAL 
. I.A.S. Part 30 * : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) EMILY H. JANCA, as Executrix for the Estate of 

KICIIARD A. JANCA, 

P lai titi ff( s), : llidex No.: 103416-00 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

Defendants. : 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 

plaintifrs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prqjudice, and there being 110 

o p p o s i t i o 11 the re to, 

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 CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 

S O  ORDERED, - 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN EDWARD BYNUM 

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

Index No: IO3589100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

9lrlQ ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \-".A+ Christopher W. Healy, E 4 .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 201'1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFEE 
NEW YORK US_ACTIV~-106641369 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 BELLANDI 

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

Index No: 10381 1/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

%lhJ l 2 O l 1  

Christopher W. Healy, sq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

WG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106641337.1 C 

AUG 1 92011 



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

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN BELLANDI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 00-103811 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

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

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. 

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

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 AUG 3 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNW CLERK'S 0- 
NEW YORK 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
INGERSOLL-RAND 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MAURICE BEEMAN 

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

Index No: 10381 1/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

‘I 

v w  -<” J 
Frank Ottiz, Esq. 

r 

Christopher W. Healy,ksq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL, 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

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

US-ACTIVE-106641326 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RUDELL HARRY BELVIN 

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

Index No: 10381 2/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

&j@ 
Silk '2011 

Christopher W. Healy, E q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-1 06641 358.1 C W N  CLERK'S OFFICE 
PEW YOFlK 



This Document Relates To: 

FRANCIS XAVIER BACHETY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 103846/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

T 
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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

E 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. ' 

AUG 3 1 201 Braaten & Pascarella, LU: 
Attorney for Defendant 7 -., 

700 Broadway INGERSOLL-RAND CO CLERK'S OFFIG!? 
New York, New York 10003 NEW YORK 2430 Route 34 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 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: 

FRANCIS X, BACHETY 

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

Index No: 103846/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glllo , 2011 

WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. y t  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP.~  
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  (212) 521-5400 fl AUG 3 1 20'11 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106641313 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND ST. GELAIS 

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

Index No: 104164/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

%lib ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -Y- 'Y- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %** $1. 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical C 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. F'"J'"'L E 
New York, New York 10022 

AUG 3 1 201 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEitlER 
US-ACTIVE-106686103 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
DONALD C€UPPS, JR. I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104292/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. fk/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 
Adience, Inc. flwa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without 

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

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI 
$30 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.87170 



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

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN R. CANTAZARO 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 104449/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Wlp ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'" FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, #&G 3 1 20'' 

US-ACTIVE-I 0668321 4 1 



DENISE LANG as Executrix for the Estate 
of DUANE BROUGHTON, and CLOY BROUGHTON, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ('NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
7 ( 2 5  , 2011 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(212) 558-550 

f o r  Defendant 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

n r  

SO ORDERED, 1 Hon. Sherry K. eitler 

10 
' 0  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CARLO BRlSCOLl 

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

Index No: 104483100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SI i +  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06682988.1 AUG I 9 2011 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _l-r---___----____--_f_______________rl l  

X ______-___- - - -________ f_________________  

CARLO BRISCOLI and DONNA BRISCOLI, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &.., 

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

Index N / e  98 

1-2001-2654 
(Albany Co.) 

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 plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, a31 claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
7 0 0  Broadway 

ontague Street New York, NY 10003 

F l  Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  
(718) 855-9000  

A@ 3 1 20'' 
SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH GALDYS JR. 

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

Index No: 104670/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BIlcp f2Ol1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. <': 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

c, 

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

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-108683734 1 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.- 

RAYMOND J. FARRELL and CAROLE A. 
FARRELL, 

Index No.: 104712-00 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

C 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
3 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARDy 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, 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 STANDARD7 INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: -v"--pXNWYW+ 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, N e w r i  Or E D 

(732) 528-8888 

AUG 3 1 2911 SO ORDERED, 

A W  92011 



JOSE A. FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & $., INC., et sl., 

Defendants. 

Index No: 104749lOO 

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/kh AMERICAN STANDARD, DE., 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 Jersey 08736 

JPLED (732) 528-8888 

i ;  
c -  AuG 3 f ZO'' 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



Y 

JOSE A. FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

BXELER-DORR- 

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

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

--m 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COM- ... 

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. 

crc 4-4 

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

MAklNbOODPAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Harrison, New York 10528 

F I L E D  (212) 661-1151 



SlJPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANN SHAW, as Executrix for the Estate of 
NATHAN GLOWATZ, 

Plaint iff( s) , 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
. (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

' Index NO.: 104983-00 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 
l t ?  

Defendants. : ORDER 

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

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

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with pre.judice, 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 CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

509 Lexington Avebuc: 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 536-3900 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

AUG 1 920111 



-'- 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH HARCROW SR. 

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

Index No: 105040/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glrw ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. WEITZ a LUXENBERG, P.C, 

fl 
1_ 

"-u- 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 "FILED 
SO ORDERED, AuG 3 1 2Q'1 

courr7'r CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

LI 

US-ACTIVE-I 06683790.1 AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C'OIJNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

EVELYN M. HARCROW, as Executrix for the 
Estate or  JOSEPH M. IIARCROW SR., and 
EVELYN M. HAKCROW, Individually, 

X ------__-------_----______1__1____111___"------------------------ 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein l-leitler) 

: ltldcx NO.: 105040-00 
PI ai nt i ff( s), 

"against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ------_____-_I--__"__l__l_____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 110 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all c l a im and cross claims against 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 /&qj 7 'f 20'' (212) 558-5500 
(212) 536-3900 

couNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW yoRK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT CASARIO 

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

Index No: 105103/00 

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, 
I 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

&& BIlb 1201' 

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L  
AUG 3 I L G I I  

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
US-ACTIVE-1 06641 374 1 NEW YO@( 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DANIEL SCHIANO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with I 

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

Index No: 105249/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York / I  

.- *. 
?.;- Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \ "'* 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 06685984.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AN13 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105260/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiff’s’ complaint against dcfcndant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudicc, 

and therc bcing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice 10 all co-dcfendants, all claims and cross claims against 

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

without costs. 

Barry Mclicman & Moore 
2 Rector Strect, 141h Floor 
Ncw York, New York 10006 

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

SO ORDERED, 

COUNN CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

This Document Relates to: 

WALTER A. SKY 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 105282/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb 1 20'1 

I, 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

4 

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

++ AUG 3 1 lo\' SO ORDERED, ." 

US-ACTIVE= 0667238a. I 

AUG 1 9 2011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN TORCHICK 

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

Index No: IO5288100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BIlb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
US+ACTIVE-I06BBB127 1 



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 I_______________ 

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

KRISTINA KENT, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of RONALD R. KENT, 

Index No.<+F 
105642 

99/125769 
Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 

- against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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 0 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. 

ntague Street New York, NY 1000 
yn, NY 11201 ( 2 1 2 )  558 -5500  

COUNT( CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEM Y W  



SUPREME COURT OF Tf-IF, S'I'A'I'E OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, : I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ 1 _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 105494-OO 
P1 aint iff( s) , 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
& SUPPLY) et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

: ORDER 
Defendants. 

X __1____-rr__r_l__-___-------------------------------------------~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requcsts summary j iidgmeiit in thc 

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. 

WIXI'Z & LUXENBEKC;, P.c' 
Frank Oi-tiz, Esq. 

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

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 F 1 L E D 

AUG 3 f 2011 
6-3900 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



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

- x  _________l_________l_______________I___ 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITfGATJON 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ t _ _ - - - - _ - -  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _  X (Heitler, J.) 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Index No*rs KRISTINA KENT, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of RONALD R .  KENT, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUOGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 

NATIONAL GRID, &., 

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 § 3 2 1 2 ,  

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. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

_.,. v3 Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. - % " d  and Dykman LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '%! 
for Defendant  Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

177 Montague Street New York, NY 1000 Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  

AUG 3 1 2812 

COUNP( CLERKS OFFtCE 

a .  
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate 
of MICHAEL GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, e t  al., 

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

Index No. : 

99/121985 

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- t o  Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint: against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

I p re judice ,  and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, tha t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and t he  same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook1 New York 
, 2011 

I~NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

/- 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher$ 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  (212 )  558 -5500  



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: 

JOHN D. LARKIN 

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

Index No: 105475/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SJlb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 

(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106684080 1 

F I L E D  - 
r 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VERONICA CONNELLY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105597/00 

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, 
! 
I 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sl lb ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 3 1 

- 

E D' 
2 ut1 

US-ACTIVE-106641504 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 9 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD J. FERGUSON 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 
I 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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 

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

Index No: 105744/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

drb, 2011 

*-",3rV- 

\%\ 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. % 

(21 2) 558-5500 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 06683682.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~. . 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT CORTRIGHT 

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

Index No: 105827/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558&00 (212) 521-5400 

*I s f  : ;F ILED 
i ~ AUG 3 I 2011 
t k  SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. m e 7  

US-ACTIVE-1 06841 582.1 

AUG 1 92011 



This Document Relates To: 

ROBERT E. CORTFUGHT and JOANNE B. 
CORTRIGHT, 

Plaintiff@), 

"against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING 
AND SUPPLY), et al., 

Index No.: 105827/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANT) 
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 

INGERSOLLRAND COMPANY. be and the same are henby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

-- 

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

AUE 3 1 20'' Keith M. OyConnor, Esq, 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 

INGERSOLL-RAND C O e N E w  YORK 
2430 Route 34 

Attorney for Defendant CLERK'S OFFlCE 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

This Document Relates To: 

SOLOMON ELIAS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 105846-00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

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

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

b 

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. 

&$ I% QL 

FIT 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant 
700 Broadway INGERSOLL-RAND C 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 

Manasquan, New Jersey 873 
AuG 3 1 201t 

COUNTY CLERK'S Of+EE SO ORDERED, 
NEW 



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

This Document Relates to: 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. ,  

Index No: 105849/00 

ALVIN EHL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

53Jk  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. - { 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

- ." F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2011 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106642432 1 

3 
AUG 1 9 2011 



HOAGLRND, LQNGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNWACK, 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: 

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL GACH, and PHYLLIS GACH, 
I NDl VI DUALLY 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 105977-00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
yaq\ 

MONICA R. KOSTR 
HOAGLAND, LONG 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
httorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Phyllis Gach, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Michael Gach, and Phyllis Gach, Individually 
700 Broadway 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ELMER A. LANG 

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

Index No: 106412/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical 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 American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26”’ FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
- bpuG 3 1 201‘ 



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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 106433-00 

GERHARDT KUHN, 

Plaintiffis), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
5 

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 
v 

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 

costs. 

' AuG 3 1 2oi1 

454 @! - YORK 
N CLERKS OF- 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 nasquan, New Jersey 08736 

2) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s) , 

I against - 

A.C. El: S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSI'I'ION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOI'XON ANI) 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHBR131;0I<E, defendant Ill I ,TON BOILl~J< WORKS hereby rcquests sumnary 

judgment in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1,aw aiid Iiulcs Scctioii 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FlJLTON B011,ER WORKS with prejudice, 

and therc bcing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERfiB, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FIJI ,'1'ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hcrcby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs . 

Harry McTiernan 6% Moore 
2 Rector Strcct, 14"' Floor 
Ncw York, New Yorlc 10006 

WeitL & Tsixcnberg 
700 J3roadway 
NewYork,NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, * 

- AUG 3 1 2011 

1 6  2011 COUNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- -X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ t _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

_ _ I x - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

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

BARBARA J. KLOPFER, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of 
RONALD W. KLOPFER, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

Index No<* 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDWENT 
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 55 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C\\ 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs - 

ERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5500 558-  

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFRE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN FtE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FWLATES TO: 

BARBARA J. KLOPFER, Individually 
and as Executrix for the Estate of 
RONALD W. KLOPFER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 106483/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER I 11 Defendants. - 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

SO ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN GlARDlELLO 

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

Index No: 106727/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

& / A q  g l b  ,201' 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, 
H o n.S her ry -k%i e file r 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COUKT OF THE S'I'ATE OF NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YOKK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I'his Document Relates To: 

DIANE L. KUCTEL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
FELIX M. JUZDOWSKI, PATRICIA JUZDOWSKI, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Individually, 

X -______-~~ l_r r~ - -________ l____ l_________- - ""~"~~~-~ - - - - - - -~"~~"~~  

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

: Index No.: 106891-00 
Plaintiff( s), 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE C'O. hereby requests summary jiidgment ill lhc 

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 n o  

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: 

vo K&L GATES LL,P 
Attorneys for Defendan 

599 Lexington Aveii~it: 
F I L E D  Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
Ncw York, N Y  10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 AUG 3 1 2011 _ _  I 

2) 536-3900 
@WWSY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

AUG 1 9 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: Index No: 107003/00 

JAMES C. REYNOLDS 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Qllcp ,2011 

New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 06688422 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107086/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 

\ *  v: Frank Ortir, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

d *  
/ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Cor 

AUG 3 1 L u i i  
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US_ACTIVE-106698554.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CASlMlR SlBlGA 

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

Index No: IO7083100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

€dlb ,201' 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108898576 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNW OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD R. SKELLY 

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

Index No: 107095/00 

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 casts. 

Dated; New York, New York 

811b ,2011 

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

SO ORDERED, 

, 
Christopher W. HealyAsq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 2011 AUG 3 1 

a 1  (21 2) 521 -5400 
n 4'1 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106698605.1 

€ 



This Document Relates To: 

ROBERT WAGNER, 

Plain tiff, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

IndexNo.: 10713 0 Bp 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed wit 

prejudice and without costs. - -  

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

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

(732) 528-8888 
/ 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORJS CITY 
_rr_-_____L___lrr__l_______l_l______l_l_- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Henry M. Now& 

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

Index No: 1 1 1494/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant ta Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COWANY, 
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 withaut 
prejudice and.without costs. 

Dated: New ork New York % 
* Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

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

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

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

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  Our File No. 05335.00 

4582435.1 



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: Index No: 107173/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

BRIAN J. O'BYRNE 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sl lb  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 ' 

US-ACTIVE-106639861.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFRCE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 92011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICK. O'ROURKE 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

Index No: 1071 77/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gI\cp ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

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

SO ORDERED, F ~ L E D ~ :  
AUG 3 I 2Q11 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SHELDON MCMANUS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: IO7203100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Bllcp ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. k J h  .-"s 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \'%\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

\* 

(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York 10022 

. .  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106867455 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107207/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BENJAMIN MELTON SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical 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 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8Ilco ,2017 

(g-G!v 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York IO022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, @-* i -  

3 1 20'' i ,  Hon. Sherry K. Heitler . c  

US-ACTIVE-1 06639578.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 NY CAL 

X (Heitler, J.) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

Index No.: 00/107269 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 

NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Defendants. 
________r -____r -________________ I_____  - -X  

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 
L GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

F I L E D  
ontague Street 
lyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  

(718) 855-9000 

AUG 3 \ IQ'' 
SO ORDERED, 

I -  



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE MALICK 

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

Index No: 107269/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

slrb ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York IO003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

SO ORDERED, 

L E D  
US-ACTIVE-106687365.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MATTHEW KALINOWSKI 

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

Index No: 107270/00 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8llb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212) 558-5500 n I (212) 521-5400 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 

'l'his Docuineiit Relates To: 

i301JGLAS F. MATHEWS, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), 

: NYCAL, 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 107297-00 
-against- 

A,C. A N D  S., INC. (ARMSTRONG : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AN13 

: ORDER 
Defendants. 

X _________11______"_________1_____1___1__------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suininary j udgmeiit in  the 

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

Dated: II I l h  
NLsax York. New York 

WEI'I'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C\\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New'York, N Y  10003 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 100d2 * _  F I L E D  

'. * 21 1536-3900 ' 
. AUG 3 I 2011 
COUNTY CLERK'$ 

NEW YORK 

AUG 1 9 2011' 

@%!kIz (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry Kleiii Heitler 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DOUGLAS F. MATHEWS 

I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107297/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

s I l b  ,*01' 

F lher W. Healv, Ess. 

. r  

SO ORDERED, 

QPora ioL L D 
Chrrstop 

Attorneys for American Op cal C 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26 1 FLL 
New York, New York 10022 

REED SMITH, LLP. r l l  c1 "-"::"'̂" 

rank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. >x**T*> 

Attorneys for Plaintiff # -  
(212) 558-5500 a 1  i ( 2 W 5 2  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 A\\C; 3 1 2011 ,.-- ~ 

P"- + ! 1 -5400 



ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Index No.: 102 1 15/2007 
125768/1999 

d 7 2 9 9 / 2 0 0 0  3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEREB, 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 8-02 4 ( 

WETTZ & L U X E N B E R G , ~  J 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

KEELER-DOR VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 50 
Harrison,NY 10528 , J 

F I L E D  
(212) 661-1151 - AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY ( X F K ' S  WFjm 
NEW YORK 



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

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD MANGOLD 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 107321/00 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S1IU ,2011 

c 
u.&& *,+v*<, *% -h 

%%*, I I WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 'I. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. ~ 

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

(21 2) 558-5500 

\ L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106684432.1 



' Index NO.: 10732 1-00 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. AND S.,  INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
. 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 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with pre-judice, 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 withviit costs. 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ K&L GA'I'ES LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New Yark, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F1 LED '. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

AUG 3 1 20'' 

SO ORDERE:D, 

AUE 1 92011 



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

1 
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTONIO MIGLIOZZI and MARIA 
M. MIGLIOZZI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

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

vs. 

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

INDEX NO.: 107449/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 Fl L E D 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 
' AUG 3 1 2011 

c ~ ~ ~ ~ N  CLERKS OFF?CE 
NEW YQAK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_________-_________- I___________________  X 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-____ll_l___________l______r__________l_ x 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

STELLA MIGLIOZZI, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ANTONIO 
MIGLIOZZI, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, a., 

MY CAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index No. :rF3+lp 10744 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled. case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant: NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and'there 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: Broo 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D  

GRID GENERATION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

AUG 3 1 2011 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

COUNTY CLERKS 0 ~ ~ 1 ~  
SO ORDERED, NEW YOAK 

b,UG 4 t i  20 ;I, Hon. Sherry'K. EIGitler 



JERRY E. MALANEY, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, & a,, 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant: NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o x  Plaintiffs 

ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8559000 

SO ORDERED, 



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

NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MERRICK MCGRAW 

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

Index No: IO7854100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

81lb 12011 

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

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106687439 1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

- -x __ - - - -_______________________ I________  

- -x I f -_ l -____________________ l__r________  

SCOTT MCGRAW, as Executor far the Estate 
of MERRICK MCGRAW, 

Plaintiff ( a )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

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

Index 
2189 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCMENT 
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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without: costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2011 

WUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPl2EME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: 

12 1 982/99 
Louis A. Lipa, Sr. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

Dated: New or ,New York 

45-b-L- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. <<:r"(, Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG PC *c ih. , I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

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

4582423.1 



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

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS TODD LAWRIE 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 107860/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

dlb  ,2011 

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

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

'\ SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherrf K. heitler buG 3 1 20" - 1 5  

US-ACTIVE-1066.12862.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THEODORE RICHARD 

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

Index No: 108078/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g11b ,2011 m Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

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

FCLED SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

REED SMITH, LLP.- 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

1 

ME 3 1 2011 
US-ACflVE-108E40309 1 

COUNTY CLERKS ~ C E  
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 92011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MILTON STROBER 

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

Index No: 108551/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, 2011 E3llb 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

USJCTIVE-108888825.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _________________________ l_r l___________ 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l  

LAURA FRACCALVIERI, as Administratrix fox 
the Estate of FRANK FRACCALVIERI, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index No.: 04/105233 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D M N T  
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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Attorneys for P l a i n t i  

New York, NY 10003 
GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  AU(j 3 1 2Q59 

C O U ~ ~ ~  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

1 



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

X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - _ _ - - - - - -  -X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

______- - l -___l_________________________r  

EDWARD GUNTRTPP (dec.), 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

0/108352 ' 

Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J W D W N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the Same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Broo 

/ 

TIONAL GRID GENEFLATION LLC 
7 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D  
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_L-______ I_____________ I______________  - -x NYCAL 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S, Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
X (Heitler, J. 1 ___-______________-_____t____r____r____r  

10835 
Index 

GERALD G. DORAN and DIANA DORAN, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a l . ,  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (“NATIONAL GRIDtr), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiffs‘ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
7 12-q 1 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 100 
GRID GENEFLATION LLC 700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500  I L E D 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

AuG 3 1 ZQ’’ 
SO ORDERED, COUN~y CLERK‘S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



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

n 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-+ 

ROSALIE FERRANTI, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of RICHARD M. FERFiANTI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. AND $, INC., et wl., 

Defendants. 

Index No: 108353-00 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

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 
Tram US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jerse 
(732)528-8888 F'v L 

c o u ~ n  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 9 2011 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH GALANTE 

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

Index No: 108353100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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, 
i 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g l l w  ,2011 

WEITZ is LUXENBERG, P.C. "k: * .  '., 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

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

Attorneys for American 
'1821 A\lG 3 1 r.- 

(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106687094 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L IT1 GAT1 0 N 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY BAGNETT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108356/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

sfrb ,2011 

-1. ” ’ -  

Frank Ortit, Esq. k., 
WElTZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. rz, 4 5  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York 1 
(2 1 2) 52 1-5400 (212) 558k500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTlER 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE BALL JR. 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical 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. 

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

Index No: 108356/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 

glllp ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2Bth FL. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06687009.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _  X NYCAL 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
X (Heitler, J. ) _ l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ I - - - - - - - - _ _ _ - - - - - -  

ANTHONY C. BAGNETT (dec.), 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &,, 

Index NO.: 00/110574 

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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without: costs. 

y f o r  Defendant 
L GRID GENERATION LLC 

1 7 7  Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  855 -9000  

SO ORDERED, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq,. - w r w  + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
AttOKneyS f o r  P l a i n  
700  Broadway 
New York, N? 10003 
( 2 1 2 )  5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  



5 
I 

I 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM ALLOCA 

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

Index No: 108356100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

A Dated: New York, New York 

a l lb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

\" Attorneys for American 0pticaSol;pomtiob n 

10003 
599 Lexin ton Avenue, 26' 
N &New York 100 

*L ECW 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER La*:*. _y* 

US-ACTIVE-11)6688746.1 



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: 108356/00 

CONRAD AUBlN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 
i 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

slru f20” 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06686925 1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT TRAVIS SR. 

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

Index No: 108359/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

57\16 ,2011 

-a&v.- -- Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

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

<; REED SMITH, LLP. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106688669 1 

AUG 3 1 2017 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
___-_______________________ I I___________  X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
GIN0 ROMANO (dec.) , Index No. : 

- -x NY CAE -___ -____________________ I____________  

(Heitler, J. ) 

Plaintiff (51 ,  
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 

NATIONAL GRID, g& &., 

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, a l l  claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

IONAL GRID GENEFLATION LLC JV 7 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

"- y Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 10003 E D  urp 700  Broadway xuii 

(212) 558-5500 

I 



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

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON Si 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSVUICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEV'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 LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCES WEIR, Individually and as Administratrix 
for the Estate of WILLIAM T. WEIR, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 00-108553 

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 Brunswick, NJ 
5 I EJ\ 1' 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Mtorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. Administratrix for the 
1.0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LL 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

50 ORDERED: 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES THURL0 

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

Index No: 108721/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York @& Sl lb  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, E q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ 8t LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 06688658.1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _-___- -_______________________I_________ 

X _____- - - - - - - -__________________ l_ f f_____  

ARTHUR L. TAYLOR and RETA M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

Index N o . r F a  
99 122198 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCMENT 
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 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: Brooklyn New York 
"! /t;l , 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t i f  
700 Broadway 

F I L E D  ontague Street New York, NY 10003 
lyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 

(718) 855-9000 
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFtCF 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN M. MARKEY 

I 

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

Index No: 109001/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

OH Zllb ,201' 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 
(21 2) 558k500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106842879 1 
GLERK'S 0- 

AUG 1 92011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

This Document Relates to: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY NASCA 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 1 

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

Index No: 10905UOO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 i 
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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 slrlp 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadwav 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

New York, N iw  York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

!JS-ACTIVE-l06687942 1 D 
AUG 3 I 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES NlCOLAlDlS 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

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

Index No: 109064/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l I b  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York I0003 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558&500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 06667965.1 F I L E D  

AUG 3 1 2011, 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW m 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
________________f________l_________r____ X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_- - -______- -_____-_ -________ l________ f__  X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES NTCOLAIDIS (dec.1 , 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brdoklvn, New York 

A t t o r  ey f o r  Plaintiffs v 
700 Budway 
New York, NY 10003 

ey for- Defendant 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

1 7  

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN MARTlNELLl 

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

Index No: 109079/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 
fl al I\o , 2011 

Christophei -. . . .“amy, LUY. 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
- Au6 3 1 201‘ 

US-ACTIVE-loss42B90 1 GLERK’S OFFICE 
couN%~vg YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 
' Index No.: 109 1 14-00 

. NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
-against- 

* JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
' ORDER 

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

Defendants. 
____r--__--___________________l______l__"----------------------~- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests siiniinary sjiidgment in  thc 

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 cos 

Dated: 

At torlie y s for P 1 ai nt i ff( s ) 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 

E D  
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

AUG 3 1 2011 

cou~n CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleii  Heitler 

AUG 1 92011 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD MITCHELL 

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

Index No: 109249/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BILL4 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadwav 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
USJCTIVE-106887751.1 

AUG 1 9  2011 



RICHARD W. MITCHELL, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENEmTION 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 S 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

pre jud ice ,  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. /* 

Bated: Brook1 n, New York 
3y2-9 , 2011 

ey for Defendant  
GRID GENERaTION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

7 0 0  Broadway 
~ e w  York, NY 10003 F I L E D 
( 2 1 2 )  5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

AUG 3 1 2011 



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD MIRABELLA 

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

Index No: 109253/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

81IQ ,2011 

Christopher Q/+& W. Healy, Esq. 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h F L. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 521-5400 w- I= t L E D 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106639623.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROCCO PAPAPIETRO 

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

Index No: 109264/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l \ b  ,201' 

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

US-ACTIVE-106888387.1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2 ~ ~ ~ w ~ - ~ ~ ~ m m w -  th 

* *  ._ New York,New York 10 f; i$+;o a,, j 'v' 0 
(212) 521-5400 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS PAONESSA 

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

Index No: 109266/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gf\u ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN NEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106688378 1 

1 1  - AUG 3 1 2011 -- 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NESTORI J. PAKIN 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 109285/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gltb ,201’ 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

(21 2) 558&00 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 06688371,l 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK’S OF- 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD MONACO 

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

Index No: 109318/00 

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, i 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BIlQ ,2011 

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

REED SMITH, UP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 

S 
US-ACTIVE-106687873.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES H. MCELROY 

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

Index No: 109408/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ql lu 20'1 

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

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys far American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

L 
3 t  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTlVE*lO6687409.1 



JAMES H. MCELROY (dec e ) , 

Plaintiff ( S I  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D W N T  
MOTIOH AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENEFLATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  

Dated: New York 

ey f o r  Defendant 
GENERATION LLC 
Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Frank M. Ortiz, E s q .  ** 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C .  
Attorneys for P l a i n t i f  
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED, 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500  AUG 3 1 zbzz 

c o u N ~  CLERKS am= 
-NEW YORK 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CORNELIUS MCDADE 

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

Index No: 109413/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical 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 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

B l l b  f2011 

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

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JESSE MCSHERRY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 109427/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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

321 2, dismissing plaintiff‘s 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

sfru ,201’ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 &400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitl6r 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 06687487.1 



JESSE MCSHERRY (dec.) , 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

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

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 i n  the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice,  and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyp, New York 

f o r -  Defendant  
ONAL GRID GENERaTION 
Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  855 -9000  

LLC 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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



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

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN I. MATHIS 

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

Index No: 109431/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

811b ,2011 

Tk, --<cewy, J+k L) &-.-.*%$ I' 

w * 7 d * x ~ h ,  Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
P,". REED SMITH, LLP. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. ,\ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical C 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

52 1 -5400 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106684513.1 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

KARL MULLER 

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

Index No: 109465/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

slrb ,201' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. yy 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *. 'h 7 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

New York, New York 10003 New York,New York 10022 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

;i AUG 3 1 2011 



KARL MULLER, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D M N T  
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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
1 

t o ney for-Defendant  @ J  ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 

01 

- 

II 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG ,-c. 
At torney  f o r  P l a i n t i f f  
7 0 0  Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500  

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 
F f t  E D  

2011 

WMTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: - 
KARL MULLER, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

; MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. . 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 
I. * 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Npp2 New,:;;: 

b& A. e\/ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. Karl Muller 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c: 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Attorney for N a p  

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 BROADWAY 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  , . .  



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE MCGOFF 

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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109491100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 419 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

&-@ Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

D 
SHERRY KLEtN HEITLER 

U$-ACTIVE*10668r1551 1 

AUG 3 1 20'11 

C~~~~ CLERKS OFEKE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__ I - -________- -_________________f_______  X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
________ l_________f__________ I__________  X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES M. RUMFOLA (dec.) , 

Plaintiff ( 9 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index No.: 0/1097 c z  
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyp, New York 

700 Broadway 
tague Street New York, NY 10003 
n, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- 
This Document Relates to: 

FRANK COSTANZO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110077/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Slfcp ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. r-?&--a Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C\U(\~ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER I AUG I 9  20’11 1 
L 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT WAGNER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1071 36/00 

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 
j 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,201' 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexinaton Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

York 1 10003 New York:New New York, New York 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

0022 

W E D  

US-ACTIVE-106840484 1 

AUE 19201lr 



~ -- 

CHARLES A. LASS, Index No.: 110181-00 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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, 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., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD7 INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  I 

fl, Q ' W 3 1  2011 
r m w  CLERKS 0- 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq, 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 

NEW YORK . -- .. . 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____________t_l___________I_____________ X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _  X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND J. SCHWARTZ (dec . ) ,  

Plaintiff (s), 
-against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 

NATIONAL GRID, &., 

Defendants. 
_______-_________________________ I______  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued here in  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

hereby requests summary judgment in the 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, 

above-entitled case, pursuant 

dismissing plaintiff s' compla 

prejudice, and there being no 

nt against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

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. 

Frank M. Ortiz, E s q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

ENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

F I L E D  
ontague St ree t  New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No, 05335.00 

Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney far Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

I AUG 3 1 202' 
SO ORDERED, 

kUG i! 9n19 

458 1973. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBIN SORRENTINO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1  0306/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York Clfl g l \ v  j 2 O I 1  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-108688494 1 
I ” I - *  

AUG 3 1 2011 9-.J 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

- -x ________________________________ I l r___  

- -x _____l_____l- -_____-___fXI____________ 

JEANETTE SIKKAS, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of BERNARD 
SIKKAS, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &. , 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 

98/105235 
97/121939 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMSWY J U D M N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

ney for- Defendant 
GRID GENERATION LLC 

Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 

s 0 ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys f o r  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 
(212) 558-5500 

718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

-. 

itler 



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: 110548/00 

PETER CEFALY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb 12011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘***.yhs\ REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

*. 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



c 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM ALLOCA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110564/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8l1@ ,2011 

C h M p h e r  W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C.\-\\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff \ .  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106686827 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
----___________l_ll__________lf_________ X NYCAL 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
- - - -_________________I________r f________ X (Heitler, J. 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY C .  BAGNETT (dec.), 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Index NO. :>O;llfl574, 
00/110571 
"00 108356 

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 I 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, t h a t  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. 

ney f o r  Defendant  
NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

S O  ORDERED, 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq,. ,/ ,>-+4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys f o r  P l a i n  
700 Broadway 
New York, Nk 10003 
(212)  558 -5500  AUG 3 1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY BAGNETT 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 110574/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 
~ 

I 

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, I 

Dated: New York, New York 

sqlb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106686966 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ANTHONY C. BAGNETT (dec.), Index N o . < !  
O/llO571 

00/108356 
Plaintiff ( s ) ,  

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a l . ,  

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 i n  the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules B 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. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

n and Dykman LLP 
f o r  Defendant 
GRID GENERATION LLC 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9OOO 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys 700 Broadway for P l a i n  FqYk D 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 AUG 3 1 2oI1 '. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CONRAD AUBIN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10577/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

sir+ ,201' 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106688935.1 



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: 110587/00 

JOHN EANIK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gJIb ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL 
New York New York 10022 F I L E D , ;; 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE BALL JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

Index No: 11 0589100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 
~ 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

STICP ,2011 

Christopher W, Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD E. KING 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 0960/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

s l t b  ,2011 

F Y +  Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’h 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 n 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26Ih FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 21 521 -5400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _____-_- - - - - - - - - - - - -_______________ l_ l__  

-X ____________-I------------------------- 

THOMAS SCERE and ROSE SCERE, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Defendants. 
- -x ___________________-_ I I_______________  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part: 30 
(Hsitler, J. 1 

Index N o * & F  
99 122193 

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 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: Brook1 n, New York 
, 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
At t orneys f o r  P1 a in t iff s 

ENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
177 Montague Street New York, NY 100 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 

h 

i 3 2013 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT LORENTZ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 1  11 09/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d l b  ,2011 

-KT:* Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

“k. fL 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521-5400 

---I---y--- 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 06687304.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, ERK'8 $Fr;18 
Hon. Swv\k. Heitler YOM 

- ~~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS SCERE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I I 1  114/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
U S - A C T I V E - I W W ~ ~ ~ ~  I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NICOLA SCALlCl 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1 116/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ql\lP ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 
X I  

SO ORDERED, 

/ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
USJCTIVE-IOEE~WI I 



SUPREME COlJKT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ARA NELL MURPHY, Individually and JAN ARIE : NYCAL 
MURPHY, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES F. 
MURPHY, : (Hoii. Sherry Klein l-leitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 1 1  1484-00 

-against- 

A.C. AND S., 1NC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE UO. hereby requests suimniary .j udgnient in tht: 

aboi)eientitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 1 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 prcjudice and without costs. 

b'rank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ &L LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE C'O. 
New York, N Y  10003 599 Lexineton Avenue AUG 3 1 20'' . -~ v 

10022 " (2  12) 558-5500 
CoUp~n CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

$0 ORDERED, 



EDWARD GUNTRIPP ( d e c . ) ,  

Plaintiff (8) , 
-against: - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No a4zd 
00/108352 

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 i n  the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Brookly New York 
Date> "$9 , 2011 

IONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
L- --"P 77 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 1 L E D 
(212) 558-5500 

3 1 201' 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. eitler 

; , . I  LJ i 5 20th 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

' ['hi s Documc tit Relates To : 

JAMES E. LEWIS and MILDRED LEWIS, : I.A.S. Part 30 
: NYCAL, 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Plaintiff(s), 

: Index No.: 112083-00 
"against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintifl's complaint against defcndant CRANE C ' O .  with prc,iudice. and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claiins and cross claims agaiiisl 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEI'L'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Defendant- 
CRANE CO. 

New York, N Y  10022 
New York, NY 10003 599 kxington Avenue f " ,  F I L E D 
(212) 558-5500 

36-3'jOO 'f i 
i p- - ' AUG 3 1 2011 
t 
' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO O R D E K W ,  

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

VICTOR MELILLO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1121 10/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 
. I  

SO ORDERED 

F I L E D  
Christopher W. Healy, Esqt F *- ' 
REED SMITH, LLP. 3 AUG 3 1 2011 r -  - 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL.COUNTY CLERK'S 
New York, New York RK 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 06687585.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

STEFAN MAZUROWSKI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 112122/00 

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 Corparation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York A 

L- 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "%,/ REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEfTLER 
US-ACTIVE-IC6687373 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 



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: 

JAMES MACK JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 112123/00 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

911b ,2011 

Frank Ortiz,-Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 08687336 1 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTlER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK FRACCALVIERI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 2444100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical 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. 

Dated: New York, New York /-I 

((H 
Bllcp ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEl'fLER 
US-ACTIVE-106687078 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COU'NTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL - - - -___-----_-------____________I_______ 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
X (Heitler, J.) - - - -___-----_-------________I___________ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

7 - M Y  
LAURA FRACCALVIERI, as Administratrix for Index No. 
the Estate of FRANK FRACCALVIERI, 

Plaintiff (51,  
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION ANI) ORDER 
NATIONAL GRID, e t  al., 

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 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules P 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. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

GENERATION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Frank M. Ortiz, E s q .  

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500  

SO ORDERED, 
r "  



ROSALIE FERRANTI, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of RICHARD M. FERRANTI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. AND $, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No: 112457-00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 . 

*% Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jer 

SO ORDERE . AUG 3 1 2011 

, Fos3e E D (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 LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: I12462100 

PAUL DRANK 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

m b  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 AUG 3 1 2OZ1 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Han. Sherry k.weyer 

US-ACTIVE-I 06687068.1 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORR 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X l________________l_________________ft l__ 

-X _ _ _ - _ - r l - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

GERALD G. DORAN and DIANA DORAN, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

Defendants. 
X 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 

Index No.&=& 
00  108353 

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 S 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: Brooklyn, New York 
7 / 7 3  I 2011 

C x d m D v k m a n  LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C\ '\ 

A$o&&y fo; Defendant Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs'.? 
GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 100 
. .  Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  1 L E D * 

(718) 855-9000 
AUG 3 1 2ol1 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, couN~y CLERK'S OFFICE 

Hon. Sherry 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: 

FRANCESCO ORlLlA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 2680100 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

OH 8Irb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26* FL. 
New York, New 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
US-ACTIVE-I 06687984.1 

AUG 3 1 2U11 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Haitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 I2718100 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT O’NEILL 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. 

Dated; New York, New York 

Eltb  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadwav . .  

New York, N iw  York 10003 New York,. New York 10022 

F I L E  (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 20” 
- AUG 3 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 
CL€RKS of- 

CouN”$E~ YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106638888.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

PATRICK VANCHlERl 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 131 96/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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, 

Dated: New York, New York 

BI I@ ,201' 

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
US-ACTIVE-106688678 1 - MG 3 1 2011 

N CLERK'S OFF= 
NEW YORK 



PATRICK C. VANCHIERI, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index N o . & F S  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 3 l f D M N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

700  Broadway 

h\JG 3 d'' 177 Montague Street New York, NY l000,3 

(718) 855-9000 . -  Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 : ? 

. 
'? E 

' -  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD RHODES SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 113756/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glrw ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

F I L F '  
SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
- AUG 3 1 2 

US-ACTIVE-106688431 1 

- 
m 

! O H  



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: Index No: 113757/00 

DOMINICK RlCClARDl NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gllp ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108668445.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RAIMONDO PlClNlC 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 3778100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

B'kb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
USACTIVE-108688410 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: I Index No: 114024/00 

EBER JOHNSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d l ( p  120" 

B 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. y , , c  L->* 
\k'4$6* WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '& 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 P I L E D  

AUG 3 1 2011 
(21 2) 521 -5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106B87127 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LESLIE SMITH SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1141 35/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8\16 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. hL" .! 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York 1 
(21 2) 521 -5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

D \ I F  1 B 2011 
I h t", 

I 1 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEJTLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 08688463.1 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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: 114155/00 

JAMES T. STEVENS 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l l b  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Es 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

c 
SO ORDERED, 

* 

US-ACTIVE-106640438.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
IHeitler. J.1 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I ,  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 114167100 

WILLIAM V. STEVENSON 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 

.L 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

% *-*\a b- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. %+ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %\> REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 
. I  

SO ORDERED, 

WUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

- - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

______________I___________I_____________ 

TONI ZOGBY, as Administratrix for the 
E s t a t e  of MICHAEL ZOGBY, and TONI ZOGBY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al. , 

NY CAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 00/1253 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
- -X - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ - - - - - - - - _ - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued here in  as KEYSPAN GENERZATION 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, t h a t  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: Bro 

--Y 

but 3 1 to'' 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ 

Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

77 Montague Street: New York, NY 10003 

F \ L E  Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES ZIT0 JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114258/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l l b  ,2011 
h 

ws- h- 
2; -- 1. ;"'"-a 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \{ C ristopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106688727 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

__ .. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THEODORE ZAKRZEWSKI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 14264100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York OF 811co ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 'h\v+~* Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. l.* REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

U S - A C T N E - I C W ~ ~ ~ ~  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 CAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 114271/00 

LEO WYSOCKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

kIl(p ,2011 

*-\ Frank Ortiz, Esq. \\"\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 - 

c / 
Christopher W. Healy,/Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I0022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106688702 1 

Hon. S h z H e i i l e r  I , 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLERF \ L E 



SUPREME cowr OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CAROL, BAKER, as Executrix for the Estate of : NYCAL 
MARK WITTER, and BEVERLY WITTEK, : I.A.S. Part 30 
I lid i vi dually, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 1 14286-00 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.O. SMITH WAlER PRODUCTS Co., et al., : ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ___l_*l__rrr_-----------------------~~---"---------------------~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgnient in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rdes Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintifibs coinplaint 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: I_ % Id, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 AUG 3 1 2011 

F I L E D  
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

* 
(212) 536-3900 

COUNTY CLERKS O F H E  
YO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

1Hon. Sherry Klciii Ikitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

r - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f f l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l f _ l  X 

c - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ r l l l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  -X 

CAROL BAKER, as Executrix for the Estate 
of MARK WITTER, and BEVERLY WITTER, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff (8) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler , J. ) 

Index No. : 06/103645 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ('NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition t he re to ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
, 2011 

f o r -  Defendan t  
GRID GENERATION LLC 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

m 

Frank M ,  Ortiz, E s q .  *= 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . Ca""\*> 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARK WITTER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114286/00 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

53% ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26' FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 0668621 9 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 114772/00 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN A. SMITH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8 1 \ W  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. k\q+% -, . WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

REED SMITH, LLP.- 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-10BB88473.1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES L. SPENCE 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 I4778100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gl ib  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %? REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K, Heitler 

FFILED 
2 s  

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106688501 1 

CO- CLERK'S QFFfcE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANGEL0 TESTA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I I4808100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests I 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,2071 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 n 

I 

Christopher W. Healy,&sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I0022 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, ~ Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLEFF 1 L 
US-ACTIVE-1 06688635.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _  . .  

GERALD H. RABIDEAU, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A X .  and S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No: 115220-00 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, TNC., 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. 

F I L E D  ? 
, ,  

AUG 3 I 2011 

NEW YORK 

di! &L 
"? CLERK'S OFFICE Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. COUNn 

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 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.._._.______________~- "~~.........~~~~~~~~~~~~~"-.".......~.""------ 

JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 15220/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
.................................................................... 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD H. RABIDEAU, 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 New York 
7 \- Lb ,2011 

v 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. - a 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

PILED 
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS O F F ~ C ~  
NEW YORK 

Hden Antoniou' McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 2.1th 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 
AS BE STOS L IT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

CLIFFORD WINTERHALTER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115261/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8 llb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-lM6886e5 1 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L ITlGATlO N 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHNANTHONYMEEHAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 115696/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

811b ,2011 

f-p Y--J?- 
', # 

J; 

J : $  P Lr." 

+i(JL ' t-w 

&---* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C.\\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff *4 

700 Broadway 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical C o F r a  O$&& E p 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. I 

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 I Iff?.  n "?\I 
1 4  LiL 2 12) 52 1 -5400 

7K'S OFF19 
ow 

(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106687487.1 



GIN0 ROMANO (dec.) , 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (\\NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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. 

Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  
(718) 855-9000  

/ 

A. 

Frank M. Ortiz, E s q .  
WELT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 I L E  

S O  ORDERED, x n. Sherry K. Heitler 

AuG 3.6 ?oe 
mTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

MEW YORK .l”r: 



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: 115836/00 

GIN0 ROMANO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S I ( w  ,2011 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 1 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optic 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th 
New York, New York 10022 AUG 3 1 2011 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106698355 1 



JOHN ANTHONY M E E W  (dec.), 

Plaintiff (s) , 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

Index No.: 01/102693 

NO OPPOSITION 
S-Y JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENEMTION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos ts .  

L GRID GENEFUlTION LLC 
77 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

/ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10675 11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

" _ r - - _ r " _ r r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - " - - ' " " -  X 
This Document Relates To: 

4 6 9  

Paul Jennings NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WJ%REFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New Y ork, New Y ork 100 1 7 
Our File No. 05335.00 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 ? Zhdl1 

CBUNTY CLEWS OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

. -  

NEW YORK 

f 92011 

4582005.1 



XYFR W4086I/lcpril/MA Y 201 I 

SUPREME COlJIiT OF THE STATE 01: NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YOKK 

P lai 11 ti f-T( s) , 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OITOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MO'I'ION AND 
0 KDK R 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant F U I  ,'ION BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgnient in the above-cntitlcd caw, pursuant to Civil Practicc 1,aw and Iiules Section 32 12, 

disniissing plaintiff2 complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice. 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OIIDEIIED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOI1,BII WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank 0 rt i 7,1-;sq. 
Attomcy for  Plaintiff's />f 
Weitz & Luxenbcrg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTicrnan M o o r e  
2 Rcctor Street, 14'" Floor 
New York, New York 10001; 
(212) 313-3600 

/ 

[ c  ' '  F I L E D  
4 e ' SO ORDERED, 

E-- ~ AUG 3 f 2911 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____________________I I_________________ X 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ - - _ - - - - _ - _ - - - - _ _ _ - - -  X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

WILLIAM J. DONNELLY (dec. , 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index No.: 00/116927 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant: to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant: NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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. 

rney f o r  Defendant Attorneys f o r  P L a i n t i T t T s  

New York, NY 10003 
A IONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 7 0 0  Broadway U? 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

(212) 558-5500 

h . /  



CHARLES A. LASS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A S .  AND S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 117033-00 

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, T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, 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 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prquuice anu without costs. 
' f  L F I L E D  
i k  fl, &++J!&*O'' 

RK'S O F F m  
YORK 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($) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable She& He'itler 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE LIBERATO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 117036100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g) lb  ,2011 
h 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. y y "  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \,*'* 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attornevs for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 
(212) 521-5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElfLER 
US-ACTIVE-106887155.1 



James Gardner Berry NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York * 
I -a&? 4q * ; ,f *i p3 > "  *b 8. 

'7 7=c l k 2  g. XJL a" $<,:d i 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00 a p \ L E  

A~(!J 3 1 209' 
SO ORDERED, 

4581973.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.................................................................... 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 117381/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
.................................................................... 
This Document Relates to: 

JACK L. FRASIEUR 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: NeTl l f k ,  New York 
,201 1 

New York, NY 10003 

FV'L E D  
AUG 3 1 201) 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW YORK 

Hden Antoniou hdowan ,  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, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES LEE NEWMAN 

Index No: I 17846/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

O l l l n  ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP.- 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

tiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

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 LlTlGATl ON 

This Document Relates to: Index No: I 17855/00 

LAFAYETTE D. YOUNG SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

[[fl : SIIQ ,2011 

WEITZ 8, LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation *c Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26" FL, 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106898876 1 ERWS O F W E  
- COuN%$ yoRK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

_-_ - l_ l f - l _ l l_ - r l - - l I r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

RAYMOND J. SCHWARTZ (dec.), 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

Index No.: 00/117873 Gz? 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRIDN), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f /k /a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: BrookJyn, New York 

ERATION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
A t  torn eys fox- P1 a in tiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I  (212 )  558 -5500  L E 



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: Index No: 1 17893/00 

DOMINIC POSlLLlCO 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 plaintiff‘s 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

81 Ib ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

auN%Ew YORK 

: ,  
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

. t A ~ G  3 1 
P’ 

C L E ~ ~ ~  CSPF\(=E 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Yl 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANDREW PURCELL 

RK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 117894/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d i b  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 4 
Hon. Sherv 

US-ACTIVE-106640279 1 

F8 

AUG 1 920111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 1 I8366100 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SAM MUDARO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d l b  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I~BBB~W I 

RUG 3 1 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: Index No: 1 18374/00 

MICHAEL MELYNK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 4 
g1111 ,201' 

Christopher W. Healv, Esa. 
WE11 

- .  
rz & LUXENBERG, P.c\\ REED SMITH, LLP. 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

\~ Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
US-ACTIVE-108698030 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DOROTHY MELNYK, Individually and 
as Executrix for the Estate of MICHAEL 
A. MELNYK, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLy), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118374/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 
ey, Inc. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 118386/00 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I 

ROBERT M A U E  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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l l b  ,2011 

Christopher o/y W. Healy, sq. 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  (212) 521-5400 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06639550.1 



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: Index No: 1 18460/00 

RICHARD L. HARVEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

‘irltcp ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 I 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-IOE895658 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

CONRAD LACHANCE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1 18502/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

%1{b ,2011 

WEITZ i3 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

-?ch ‘*,“I REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
, . .. . .v.,.v. 

!IN HFlT! EO 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELVIRA M. DU BRITZ, Individually 
and as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL DU BFUTZ, 
Phintiff(s), 

AX. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AIL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 118679/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

dd 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

COUNTY CLERK'S Of=- 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL DU BRIT2 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 8679/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, , ~  O H  Bllb ,*Ol1 

$.I 6". " " - 2 . r  P k"".$; 5 4 %  k g Jk <#/I -4 
tY'*%g.* 

yu -*$T 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \*L -% \ 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26Ih FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

I f *  

:I I (3 
--* 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER PUC 3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES E. WILLIAMS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 191 59/00 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

fl Dated: New York, New York 

% I  lv I2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL 
~ e w  York, New York 10022 F I L E D 

(212) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 . ,  

SO ORDERED, CLERKS OFFEE 

US-ACTIVE-106696624.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK c 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

' CHARLES E. WILLIAMS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

~ vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHEMY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 119159/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

dci, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway F l  L E D , . ,  New York, New York 10279 

' AUG 3 1 2011 (212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



BRIDGET JONES, as Administratrix f o r  the 
Estate of CHARLES E. WILLIAMS, 

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. : 00/ 

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 i n  the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

Dated: !&oAlyn, New York 

Frank/M.\ Ortiz, E 

N A ~ ~ O N A L  GRID GENEKATION LLC 700  Broadway 
a a i i ~ f  Street New York, NY 30003 177 Monti,-.- . . 

,sq * 

WEIT & UXENBERG, P.C. 
Atto for Plaintiffs 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (2121 

(718) SSS-9000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARK PALLESCHI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19373100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

& Christopher W. Healy, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

! ? I ( @  ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  (2 1 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 7 AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW Y W  

Hon. Sherry K. H&itler 

US-ACTIM-106840143 1 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _______________lll___fr_______ll___ll_l_- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100782/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ll_"l"lr__l__r_-r-___l_____r_lr___l_l_l- 

This Document Relates To: 

Martin Pardes 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

' ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or ,NewYork 
% - k \ \ \ \  

~ ,,,&--~ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. "-...LIJ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
NewYork,New k 0 7 
Our File No. 053GObL E D 

AUG 3 1 2011 

~outd\17'1 CLERKS OFFICF 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and $., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al., 

Index No: 119373-00 

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, 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. 

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan,NewJerseyOlf;k 1 E D 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(732) 528-8888 
AUG 3 1 zo1’ 

couNn CLERKS ORWE 
NEW YmK 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

A U G I  92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119374/00 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

MARK O'BRIEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8JIQ ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

i ;  I F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2U11 

SO ORDERED, ' I  
I - '  

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW VOW 

U$pCTIVE-106639873 1 

AUG 1 92011 



NANCY L. WYANT, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of EDWARD E. WYANT SR., and NANCY 
L. WYANT, Individually, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 03/100770 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (\\NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

di'smissing 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. 

700 Broadway 
ontague Street New York, NY 10003 

( 2 1 2 )  5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

I " "  



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: Index No: 119374/00 

ROBERT MULLER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SI\@ ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 15400 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
ALBERT YANlS 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119375/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 1 
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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d l b  201 1 

WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

: ME 3 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106645736.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.* 

This Document Relates To: 

JOSEPH A. ZAMPELLA, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

TRANE US INC., fMa AERMICAN 
STANDARD, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 11937500 

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 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC, f/Wa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby pirdLwithE 

prejudice and without costs. 
I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 I 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 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD E. W A N T  SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I19375100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ql lu ,2011 

-, Attornevs for Plaintiff 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

700 Brdadway 
New York, New York I0003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106696868 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-. 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES WEISENBURGER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I1937100 

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 
I 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposith 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

811b ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

USLACTIVE-106845610.1 

ME 3 1 2011 

C%#JTY CLERKS 0- 
NEW Yam 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PAUL WOJClCKl 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 I9376100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

I summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

(9..  BJllp j 2 O l 1  

Chris opher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, c .  ' F l L E p  
AUG 3 I 2611 ' 7 

- 
US-ACTIVE-106645628.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ f - l l - l r - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

BRIDGET JONES, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of CHARLES E .  WILLIAMS, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.<- 
00/119159 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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. 

n New York 

ERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street  
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

A 

UXENBERG , P . C . 
a t t o w s  f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 119376/00 

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 plaintiff‘s 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

FIlb 120” 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

/ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h F L r  
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 Q7B) 52 1 :5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K . M t l e r  

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106698769 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD R. WINTERS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 119376100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 til 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. q y  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq, 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

US+ACTIVE-l06698844 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: index No: 119377/00 

ARTHUR VANZILE 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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Slib ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York. New York 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT VAN BUREN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119377/00 

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 
I 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

C l l b  ,2011 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL, 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

F I L E D . .  
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2011 ' 

US_ACTIVE-IOBB40471 1 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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: Index No: 119377/00 

AUGUST TURIANO 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

81110 ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

n 

r ,  

Christopher W. Healy(Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

y r F I L E D  (21 2) 5 5 8 k O O  (212) 521-5400 

< 1. 
SO ORDERED, ' ' AUG 3 1 2011 1 

Hon. SherryrK. Heitler 
COUNTY CLERKS 

NEW YORK 



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: 

MARIN TIGHE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 9377100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,201' 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

ttorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 1:  F I L E D  
. r  
t r  

AUG 3 t 2011 
COUNTY CLERK'S ~ f m  

US-ACTIVE-106640451 1 NEW YORK 

/ 

AUG 1 9 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH J. TURNER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I19377100 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

slr Cp 2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th 
New York, New York I O O ~ @  I L E D 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

AIJG 3 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

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: 

WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK SR. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119377/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Fl/Q ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Co 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. FrloL E D 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KtElN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 08698647.1 

AUG 5 1 2011 



This Document Relates To: 

AUGUST TUlUANO, 

Plaintiff, 
I 

-against- 
4 

TRANE US, INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, 
INC, et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 11937700 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFOREy 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., 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., flWa American Standard, Inc, 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 0 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 M k E D 

t k  (732)528-8888 = 

(212) 558-5500 

- .  AUG 3 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF!= 
NEW YORK 

920111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ALTON H. THOMPKINS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 119377/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SI  IIP 1 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 h 

SO ORDERED, 

US_ACTIVE-lOE698665.1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York IO022 
(212) 521-5400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK _ _  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

OSCAR SPARLING 

NYCAL 
I.AS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I I9378100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York n 
glrlp ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for American Optical 

(21 2) 558k500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108898628 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

CASlMlR SlBlGA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 9379100 

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. 

k A. .cy u, 
Frank Ortit, Esa. h, -\*-2-v Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

'\ REED SMITH, LLP. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -\.e 
Attorneys for Plaintiff % %  Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-540 

US-ACTIVE-108688583.1 D 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD R. SKELLY 

~ 

i 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I I9379100 

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. 

Dated: New Yark, New York 

FlIQ ,2O1l 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -4- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

so 

L!S+AC 

ORDERED 

:TIVE-I08698M)Z. 1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Co 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 AUG 3 1 20'1 

I 1 AIIG 1. 9 20'11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK SCHULTE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119379/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

E glib ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 1002 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 

AUG 3 1 20'11 

C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 9201fr 
US-ACTIVE-1 0684041 7.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOR 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119379/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT PAUL SAWlCKl NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d ( c p  ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
1'2121 558-5500 n 
\ - - - ,  - - -  - 

SO ORDERED, 

REED SMITH, LLP: 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

Hon. Sherry K. Hhitler 

US-ACTIVE-1 06640391,l 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

STEPHEN M. SHEDLOW 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I19379100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

qk.0 ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical C 
599 Lexinqton Avenue, 26'h FL. 

(212) 521-5400 (2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
u$-ACTlVE-lO8698585.1 

New York, New York 10022 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

M AU RI S AVALAl N EN 

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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119379/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g(tw ,2071 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  Christopher W. Heal{ Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Cor oration 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

AUG 3 1 zull 
(212) 521-5400 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 08698453.1 

FncE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD E. SlERlNG 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 197379100 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Bllb ,201' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 599 Lexington Avenue, FL. 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

EDWARD R. SKELLY, Index No. : 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D M N T  
MOTION AND ORDGR 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENEmTTON 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 i n  the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Q W n  LLP 
ney for Defendant 
NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 
t .” \, r; 1 6  

,A Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’qeT{& 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs **s(z% 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100 
(212) 558-5500  

AUG 3 1 2011 
COUNTY CLERK’S 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK _ _  

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD A. MATTICE SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119381/00 

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. 

!EED SMITH, LLP. 
ration 

Dated: New York, New York 

glllo ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Edq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F \ L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

h* 3 \ 20" 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

\- --, - - - 

SO ORDERED, 

'ork 10022 

US-ACTIVE-1 06639525. I 



Virgil C. Miller 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. CHESTERTQN COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. F I-L E D 

AUfj 3 1 2011 . .  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Sherry I?. Heitler 

F I L E D  

4582429.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JIM MCKENNA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 9380/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 - - n  
(21 2) 558-5500 , (212) 521-5400 F I L E V  /- - . # n /  I - -  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitkr 

US-ACTIVE-I 06639560.1 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

__  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY MODAFFERI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 19380/00 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllcp '2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26' FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 421 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 OBB98164 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
______I_______I________ll____lt______f__ X 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
____l_l________l_______l______r_____l___ X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN ANTHONY MEEHAN ( d e c . ) ,  

Plaintiff (5) , 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 01/102693 
y / 1 1 9 3 8 n  

b0/115696 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

Defendants. 
___-__________-_____________________1___  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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: Brooklyn, New York 

andDykman LLP WEITZ & LUXENBBKti, .P*C. 
f o r  Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

77 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

A@ 3 1 20'' 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RJZ NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

Thomas E. McDermott 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY , hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York + 
Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Pd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

P I L E D  
AUG 3 ? 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S O F F I E  

NEW YORK 

4582426.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 9382100 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

IGNACIO MANN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

811b ,20 l1  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Ekq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I00 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106639471 ,I 



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: Index No: 119382/00 

LAWRENCE A. LIGAMMARRE 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SI lw 2011 

i 
ChristoDher W. Healv, Esa. 

I .  

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. -'*q%L>5 REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

c. 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106596023 1 uga- 

- 
Hon. 

SHERRY 
She r r y F  He i t le r 

KLEIN HElTLER 



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAWRENCE A. LIGAMMARE (dec. ) , 

Plaintiff ( S I  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, & &., 

Index No. @$Ep 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. X 
___l______________l__l__l - _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ - _ _ + _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL I 
I 

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 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York 

ey f o r  Defendant  
AL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 6  201,t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

GlOVANNl LATTANZIO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

Index No: 179383/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 6 

\ I / 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C . q  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

C h M p h e r  W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 I -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e r w .  Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-108685985.1 



Plaintiff ( a )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

Defendants. 
X 

Index No.: 03/100787 

NO OPPOSITION 
S-Y JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

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. 

GENERATION LLC 700  Broadway 
177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 Brooklyn, NY 11201 ( 2 1 2 )  5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

RAYMOND RYSKOWSKI 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. F I L E D  

W N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York New York AUG 3 1 2011 
'7 \ i 14 ,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, 24th 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 L I TI GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSE A. SANTIAGO 

NYwAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 19384/00 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8/16 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL, 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

L E' 
SO ORDERED, 

- AUG 3 1 2b'rt . 

US-ACTIVE-106640381 1 

AUG 1 92011' 



NY 

i 

- 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES SANDQUIST 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Gf7 
d l v  ,201' 

Christopher W. Healy, E . 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(2 12) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

AUG 3 1 2011 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F R E  
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1066403BE 1 

AUG 1 92011 

Index No: 11 9384100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM SABOTT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 19384/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Plib ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esf 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, Zth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106640318 1 

AUG 1 9 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT RAHEY 

NYC 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 9385100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8111, ,2011 

pz/Zv 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(212) 521-5400 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-108W0296 1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119385/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VlTO PIETANZA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BlrCp ,2011 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Christopher W. HealyJsq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 100 F I L E D  (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTNE-106640175.1 

AUG 1 92011 



SALVATORE RANDAZZO, 

Plaintiff ( 9 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 03/100780 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant: NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice,  and there 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: Brooklyn, New York 

rney f o r  Defendant 
GRID GENE'MTION LLC 

Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t i  
700 Broadway 

SO ORDERED, 

2011 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
l_r--__lr-_"_r__"l_-_l__l___ll__________- X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles Plummer 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100782/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 6 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. \&$lp; Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC *1. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New Y ork, New York 
Our File No. 05335.00 

SO ORDERED, 

4582442. I 



Y 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY J, ALLEN 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No: 119386100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

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 crass claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106694600.1 

r 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL, 
New York, NeWork  10022 

L 
AUG 3 1 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

COUNTY CLERK’S OF= 
NEW YORK 



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 

. I  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1 1  9388/00 

DAVID BLEKENSOPP 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

81b ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \:jt 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 n 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

S 
1'7" US-ACTIVE-108895059 1 * .. 

WrY 3 1: 2m 
W T Y  CLERK'S 

wEvuY86iH 



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: Index No: 1 19390/00 

ROBERT D. BISHOP SR. 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

slrlp *01' 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106695047.1 

L 
ASJG 3 1 

I 
E 



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BETTY ANN BISHOP, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT D. 
BISHOP, SR., 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

Index "0.- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

GRID ("NATIONAL GKID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil. Practice Law and Rules ,§ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all elaims and 

Cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the Same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

EARL R. HANMER 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 119391/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Fl lb ' 2011 

/ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -yqy Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -4 REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York. New York 10022 



FRED HANMER, as Proposed Executor f o r  the 
Estate of EARL R. HANMER, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued here in  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. 

Dated: 

GRID GENERATION LLC 700  Broadway 
New York, NY LOO03 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  AUG 3 1 zb'il 

C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
_lr-__-r__l_-_l_"-"____________l_______l- X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

Charles Hazard NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ' New or ,New York 6 
&a 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  

4582002.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
YOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN FU3 NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NYCAL 

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

JOHN T. FOWLER and GRACE 
FOWLER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

grr 3 

INDEX NO.: 119393lOO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(212) 227-7878 coLI~p CLERK'S OFiWF 

pgw Y m M  

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _________- - -______________________I_____ 

GRACE FOWLER, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN T. FOWLER, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 00/119393 
01/6633 (Erie Co. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SuMMARr JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f /k /a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant: to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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: Brooklyn, New York 

- -  
n and Dykman LLP 

orney f o r -  Defendant 
TIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC w 177 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 F I L E D  700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500,  

(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  AUG 3 1 2011 ' 

COUNTY CLERKS -(=E 
NEW YORK so ORDERED, 



DAVID GIANCARLO, 

Plaintiff ( S I ,  
-against - 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

0/119393 
Index ""C2 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY 'JUDGMENT 

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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
7 / 2 4  , 2011 

1 

~~ 6 d  Dykman LLP 
rney f o r  Defendant  

N IONAL G R I D  GENERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs -% 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500  

AUG 3 1 ZCt' 
cou~n CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

i 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN T. FOWLER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119393/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

@I\ w ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

, 
Christopher W. Healy, ES'q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
12 12) 52 1 -5400 
. r  

SHERRY KLEIN MEITLER 
.".YY " US-ACTIVE-I 06695208.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DAVID J. GIANCARLO 

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, 
I 
I 

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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119393/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

q l lb  , 2 0 ~ 1  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-I m9534a.i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

HARVEY L. FLEITMAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 1 19394/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York @fl $?lb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL, 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106695198 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 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 119394/00 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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 

Dated: New York, New York 

gI1lQ ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-106695134.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _____- -_ l l__ l_r_____r__l____l___________-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100756/03 

m 
Vincent T. Ferrone Sr. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

x 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y rk,NewYork + 
Frank Ortiz, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A,W, CHESTERTON co 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4581995.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _  - -X  

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- -x 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ and ARLENE FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff ( 8 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

Index No.: 03/100756 

$$E-%> 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD(;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing 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. 

f o r  Plaintiffs 
AL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
ntague Street New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



This Document Relates To: 

JAMES P. SANDQUIST, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

Index No: 11938400 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US, 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, 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, f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

F I L E D  

p m  CLERK’S WRCP 
Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US, f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

NEW y m  
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

.- (732) 528-8888 

AUG 1 920111 
SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 11938400 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OIiDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _--_--_-___-__"-___-__________Icc_______--------------- 

X ---_____1____-11_________c_c____________--~--""--------------- 

This Document Relates To: 

JOSE A, SANTIAGO, 

Plaintiff, 
L 

-against- 
w 

TRANE US, flWa AMEMCAN STANDARD, INC., 
et al. 

Defendants. 

X ---_-__1____-_--___-______l__________l__---------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, 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, T U N E  US, 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, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, F I L E D  
AuG 3 I Zo1' 

/& &? Q&@c&RK'SoFF= YORM 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US, 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, 

AUG 1 9z011r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

TERRY M. KESSLER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119400/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g h w  ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -v*".I,"' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. lV%! 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26'b FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106695&43 1 



MARSHA A. KESSLER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of TERRY M. KESSLER, and MARSHA 
A. KESSLER, Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 

Index No.: 03/100787 

$%z> 
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 

aboverentitled 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 aga 

hereby dismissed 

Dated: Brook1,yn 

nst defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the Same are 

with prejudice and without costs. 

New York 
_ _  q ( 7  q , 2011 

f o r  P1 a i n  t if t s 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. .Yyq* '' *, and Dykman LLP . - -  

for Defendant A t  torn eys 
GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558- 

18) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALEXANDER ZABLOZKI 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests I 

I summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 19673100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d l I P  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 New (212) York, 521-5400 New York 100 P I L E D  

+ AUG 3 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICF 
NEW YORK 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitbr 

US-ACTJVE-106698881,l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ l _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ ~  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119828/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_ _ _ " _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _ -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Warren J. Leonard NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
9\ \#I \ I  

Qr&- Julie R. Evans, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC '"t 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 

45824 19. 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: 

ANTHONY L. SZWED 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120665/00 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 6' Sllb ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 , (212) 521-5400 

P,UC 3 \ I"' >, ' 
c *  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-1066430061 

AUG 1 92011 



This Document Relates To: 

Robert F. Bowley Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 44-Q- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New 
Our File No. 053 

SO ORDERED, 

4581984. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD FLOYD BENNEll 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 121 197100 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

glpQ ,2011 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. v, 
h * '  Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

, 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attornevs for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New 
(212) 521-5400 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER F I  
US-ACTIVE-106694615.1 

COUNP( CLERK'S OFFICE 
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: 

LUIS GARCIA, 

Plaintiff(@, 
-against- 

Index No.: 121295lOO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et wl. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, NC., 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, fkla 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, flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: must E , Z D  1 

~ 

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US, fk/a American Standard, Inc. 

Manasquan,New J F U E D  sey 8 
2430 Route 34 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(732) 528-8888 
AUG 3 1 zntt 

Honorable Sherry K. Heitler AUG 1 9$8HW CLERKS o-. < NEW YOQK 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LUIS GARCIA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 121295/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Gqlb ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. yj 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

, F I L E D  (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-1 06671 7 14 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 MICHAEL MALLON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 121514/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests i 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

~/~ 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American 
599 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York I00 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

4 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTONIO SCALAFANI 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

Index No: 121686100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

gJu# ,201’ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06698473.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JACOB TUREK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 121764/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

calllp ,2011 

Christopher W, Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff -3 Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

1 ;  \ r  
p r  

SO ORDERED, J F I L E D  
- .  AUG 3 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SOLOMON ELIAS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

index No: 121980/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abave-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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

53 llrp ,2011 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, c 
K. Heiner 

US-ACTIVE-106642440 1 

oouNm CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 92011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

JOSEPH J. McINERNEY (dec.), Index NO.: 00/122053 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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 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. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

o ney for Defendant 
ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

@ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 



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: 122053/00 

JOSEPH J. MCINERNEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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 Corparation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 %\I@ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-lOeS97eS7.1 



I -  - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- -  x 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

! 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or ,New York --d&- 
’By 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”’ Street 

4581991.1 4UG 1 92011 



- -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C'OIJNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ___"__r_l-_----______11_____1___________-------"---"_------------ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATTON 

I'his Document Relates To: 

AKA NELL MURPHY, Illdividually and JAN ARIE : NYCAL 
MURPHY, as Exccutrix for the Estate of JAMES t .  
MURPHY, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ * " ~ f " _ f _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ - - - - - - ~ ~ * ~ ~ ~ " " " ~ - - - -  

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff(s), : lndcx No.: 122297-00 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., : ORDER 

Defend ants. 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ ~ ~ 1 1 " " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests sumniary .judgment i n  the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CKANE CO. with prejudice, atid there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-delkndants, all claims and cross claims againht 

defendant C'KANE 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 

Attorneys for  Defend ant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 

\{ CLERK'S OFFICE 
fQu'li NEu .(OW 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 92011 



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: Index No: 122496/00 

THOMAS E. RUSSELL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

n 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \$$ 

'4* ,I + T d -  

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
~ e w  York, New York 10022 F I L E D' 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, CLERKS OF- 

US-ACTIVE-1 06698405.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Jorge F. Guerra 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122850/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York -4-44- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  

AUG 3 1 2011 

COLtMTY CLERKS OFF[= 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 92011 
4582000. I 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MANUEL ALMOZARA 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 122872/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York r 
53IlU ,2011 

P Pj --w*r.r - 
% ."l 3 

dp" - ,3 /,%"a 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. '*., REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff \,"i. Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

[ L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She-. Hewr 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-I 06682948.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MAURITS C. MULDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123057/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 4 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

y T  Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER AN 3 1 
US-ACTIVE-lD6898204 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT LOUGHLIN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123088/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

7b WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. + 
Attornevs for Plaintiff 

REED SMITH, LLP.- 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

700 Brdadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108897859 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 TOMASKI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 12356300 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c 1 fb 120’’ 

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26’ FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106698649.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

CLYDE FRASIER 

NYCAL 
14A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 124331/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 
I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Slrlp ,201' 

Christopher W, Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'" FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(2 1 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 
.rrmnr 

m@&?&Ir"~  $ e  p:n**ahp 

so ORDER :ED 

r o  

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER r 
US-ACTIVE-1 06695282.1 L A  



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD J. MICHEL 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124332100 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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, 1 
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. 

Dated: New York, New York Qfl %Ilk? j 2 O l 1  

Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 . r  

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-lD6698066 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.) 

, I  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 124333100 

JOHN CABELLO 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 
I 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g h  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106671570.1 
COUNTY CLERK'S 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ALAN EDWARD PAUZE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 124339/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d r ( 9  ,2011 n 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
'700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 n 

REED SMITH, LLP: 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106640154.1 



SUPREME URT OF THE ST, TE OF '0 R 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I L I( iuYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 124342100 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK COURTNEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8IIb '2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 12 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, ;-- 
REED SMITH, LLP. ( 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-lC6641728.1 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

CHESTER HORNER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 125131/00 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb ' 2 0 l 1  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York New York 10022 

ttorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106683880 1 AUG 1, 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

ED CODAIR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

6 \ \ \  ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Kq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P . C A  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

c o u ~ ~ y  CLERKS Q- 
I hlFW vow 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

-I.". 

SO ORDERED, 

163671 5 



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 _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ - _ - - - - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f  

BETTY ANN BISHOP, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT D. 
BISHOP, SR. , 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against;- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D W N T  
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 B 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
ontague Street New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

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: 

EDWARD J. HAUCK 

Index No: 12533VOO 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

q/Ib ,2011 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. \" 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Chrktopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106671718 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - * I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

X 

TONI ZOGBY, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of MICHAEL ZOGBY, and TONI ZOGBY, 
Indi vi dua 1 1 y , 

Plaintiff ( S I ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

99/122201 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JWDGMENT 
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 t he  

above-entitled case, pursuant: to Civil Practice Law and Rules S 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. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
ontague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

\y Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

L?" WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, N? 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X - l _ _ _ _ r " r - l _ _ _ _ " r - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100756/03 

Vincent T. Ferrone Sr. 

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: Ne Y rk,NewYork 4-4L- 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

b. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. .urplu "% 4 

%>% ",, WElTZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

'x ' 

A.W. CHESTERTON co 
150 East 42"d Street 

L 

New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 AUG 3 1 2fi11 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

4581995.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- - - -____-- - -___-_____I__________________ X 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _  X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ and ARLENE FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff ( S I ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENEmTION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition the,reto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ey f o r  Defendant 
AL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
ntague Street New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (252) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  I 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ and ARLENE 
FERNANDEZ , 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 100621/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 102 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
________l________f_ l__________f_________ X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
l__________l______________________l_f___ X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID GIANCARLO, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, g& d., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index No.f01/1007 
v-9& 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
SUMMARY 'JUDGMENT 

_- -_________-________________________1__  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 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. 

EFLATION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_I_-_________f____________I I____________ X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRED HANMER, as Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of EARL R. HANMER, 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, a., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part: 30 
(Heitler, J. 

119391 

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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

A 

Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  ' 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X --_l__________--_--"l____________l__l___- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

I n d e  No: .Q00794/0 I 3  
119391/00 

Charles Hazard NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - " _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - l r r r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W, CHESTERTQN COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D .  

AUG 3 1 2011 

4582002.1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES ASHCRAFT 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101205/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g\lQ ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

I . ,  

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER F I L 
I 

US-ACTIVE-I 0669461 0 1 I .  

AUG 3 1 2011 
I *  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFlm 
NEW YORK 



MARSHA A. KESSLER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of TERRY M. KESSLER, and MARSHA 
A. KESSLER, Individually, 

Plaintiff ( 8 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

Index No: 03/100787 
F - .  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ( "NATIONAL GRID") , sued here in  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f /k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brookl>yn, New York 

rney f o r  Defendant 
GRID GENERATION LLC 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ~:~lyy~~(~' 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

% 1 

(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

-. 

SO ORDERED, 

@G 16 201Ii , 
Hon. Sherry K .  Heiy 

AUG 3 I 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 MATTE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102125101 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 
F l I W  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

USJCTIVE-106897889.1 



CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER, 

Plaintiff (E.) , 
-against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : ;U12x 
1/10 

00  119383 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENEFLATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there  being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Ref endan t 
D GENERATION LLC 

New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 ( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

F I L E Q  
AUG 3 1 2011 

GQUN~Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

so ORDERED , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND KENSEY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 102456/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical 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 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SIIb ,2011 

1 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

W 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
________I_______________________________ X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
________I___________rl__________l_____ - -x 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN ANTHONY MEEHAN (dec . ) ,  

Plaintiff ( s )  , 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index No. 4F& 
00 119380 
00/115696 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD(;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

ontague Street New 700 Broadway York, NY 10003 F I L E D  NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
______"_"r____________l l____l_______lr__-  X 

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__--_______________r_Il l l________rc__II_- X 

This Document Relates To: 
1 193 80/00 

Virgil C. Miller 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. F I L E D  
Dated: New ork, New York * 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry I?. Heitler 

4582429. I 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

F I L E D  
- 

2 t 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY MODAFFERI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102720/01 

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. 

Dated; New York, New York 

Sl lb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 066981 41 1 



Donald E. Hitz 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or New York 4+- 
A,.' -%, 

\:t 
Ilf"..c 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

mur~w CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4582004.1 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh&y K. Heitler 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WJLSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

AUG 1 9 2011 
F I L E D  

AUG 3 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

THEODORE F. WALKER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103003/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sll@ l 2 O l 1  

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporatio 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh F 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

r 

1 1 2 )  521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

1~~-~CflVE-106698780 1 



From: FAXmaker To: John Burbridge Page: 4/4 Date: 4/29/2011 4:11:55 PM 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK _-_-----__________--_--------------------- X NYCAL 
IN RE N E W  YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION J.A.S. Part 30  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EUGENE DEGANNES and JACQUELINE DEGANNES, Index No.: 

X ( H e i  tl er, J. ) _--__---_______________l_____________l__ 

P l a i n t i f f  (3) , 
- a g a i n s t -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER 
NATIOKAL GRID, et a,, 

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 Prac t ice  L a w  and R u l e s  'S 3212,  

d i s m i s s i n g  p l a i n t i f f s '  complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

p r e j u d i c e ,  and there being no opposition thereto,  

h e r e b y  dismissed with p r e j u d i c e  and w i t h o u t  c o s t s .  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New Y o r k ,  NY 10003 

B r o o k l y n ,  NY 11201 (212 )  5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  
( 7 1 8 )  e55-9000  

SO ORDERED, -- 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi,com 

http://www.gfi,com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EUGENE DEGANNES and 
JACQUELINE DEGANNES, 
Plaintiff@), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs* 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 103007/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EUGENE DEGANNES 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103007/01 

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. 

(21 2) 5 5 8 k O O  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06695084.1 

Dated: New York, New York 

glib ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
7'00 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

* .  

C O U N ~  CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
x ___l______r_________l___l_________l_____-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1032pO/Ol 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ " I c _ l - - - - - - _ - - l - - - - - - -  

This Document Relates To: 

g 

Alicia J. Kucharczak 

lot 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 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 9 2011 
45824 17. I 



I 

I '  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ l _ _ _ _ " " r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ l  - - - - - - -  X 

NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: 

" ,.. 

Index N d  l4&34iyu 
1193 /OQ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- x  

WHEREFOREy defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

F I L E D  Our File No. 05335.00 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S QFRC;E 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

4582426.1 



WILLIAM C. MARTIN (dec. I 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

Defendants. 
l - -__________l-____-_______I____________ X 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 01/103611 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D W N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

a n w k m a n  LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
f o r  Defendant 
GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs \<?$ 

177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 

E 
AUG 3 1 201) 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM C. MARTIN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10361 1101 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g l l u  ,201’ 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, 

SHERRY 
US-ACTIVE-708697877 1 

f 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2fjth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM V. HAKES 111 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103870/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York /-? 

*d-:\*-% Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

"\ *$ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. "J 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US+ACTIVE-106695345 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD PARKER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 103986/01 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

811b ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106698262 1 



LAWRENCE A. LIGAMMARE (dec . ) , 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, g& &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 

Index No.: 01/1040 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENEFIATION 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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

2011 
*- AUG 3 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YOIUC. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DENIS F. NICASTRO and CAROLE S. 
NICASTRO , 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO,: 104561/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintifrs complaht against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

WATERdMcPHljkSON, McNEILL, P.C. 
Attorneys w i l e y ,  Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DENIS F. NICASTRO 

WHEREFOREl 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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104561/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

g I I b  12011 

""T;";;" Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. z 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

I (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN NEITLER 
IJSJCTIVE-106698255 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE O f  NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

. I  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 104563/01 

RUFUS HALL 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SJlb ,201' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. y*; -h<M"*+-b Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\JW REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106895531 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ - - _ _ _ " _ _ _ - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ l l _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104695/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

- - _ _ " r _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ l " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

William J. Robinson 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, 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, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York@O 
Our File No. 05335.0y01 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

E) 
AUG 3 1 2011 

CouN-rY CLERK'S wFm 
NEW Y o R ) ~  

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 92011 
4582447.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES V. ROSATI, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 104696/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

F I L E D  



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES V. ROSATI 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: IO4696101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 I 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SI lb ,201' 
h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Co ora o 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

F % P D  
AUG 3 1 zu'' 

(21 2) 521 -5400 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. ShFry K: -H elle r 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE1 06698385.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES V. ROSATI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104696/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S \ [ W  j20q1 

--<.$".,A Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. T t  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. Attorneys for American Optical pptr]. E D 
(2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106698365 1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PEARL MARGOLIS 

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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104902101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

s l lcp ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 521 -5400 

b@ 3 1 Z N ?  

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06639487.1 



1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
l _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104904/0 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

_________"_r___ l________r___ l l_________r -  X 

This Document Relates To: 

Harvey McCain NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork NewYork - 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 100 17 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

. .  

SO ORDERED, 

4582424.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THIF: STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

+= 

In Re: NEW YOFW CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_- 

This Document Relates To: 

HENRY STUDE and ENZA STUDE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 104980-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, NC., 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. F I L E D  

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 ..’ Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104980/01 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY STUDE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Christopher W. Healy,&q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff --\ Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106640445 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- -. ~~ ~ 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT B. GAGLIARDO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104982/01 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, 2011 $ 1  16 

WEITZ t i  LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 558-5500 (2 12) 52 1-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER F \I- 
US~CTlVE- lW95308 1 

= AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANCIS J. LANOAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 104997/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York m VIlb '2011 

Christopher W, Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHE 
US-ACTIVE-106695964 1 



In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

FRANK C. GULLO, JR. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 0 8.02. ( ( 

WEITZ & L U X E N B E R G W  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

h 

Russell S. J a m i s v q .  
MARIN GOOD , LLP. 
Attorneys for De ndant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suit 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 AUG 3 I 2011 

COUNlY CLERKS 
NEW YORK 



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 _ r - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

x ___l_f l_____________l________________l__  

JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY KEITH, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 01/105230 

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 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \iV 
ndan t Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
EFATION LLC 700 Broadway F I L E D  Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

f - l  / A  

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500: 
AUG 3 1 2u1' e .  (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

A. / A  //- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
'OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN PAUL KEITH and DOROTHY 
KEITH, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRGCTING & SUPPLY), ET AL, 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105230/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

dd/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 105252/01 

CHARLES E. MEYERS NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

, 2011 8 I b  

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26* FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(21 2 

Hon. S h e r w Y H h k r  

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106698057.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
lOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALBERT THOMAS and LINDA K. 
THOMAS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A,C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HJ3ITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105352/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

New York, New York 10003 

ON, McNEILL, P.C. 

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway . \  

NewYork,NewYork 10279 F 1 L E D 1 ', 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 
AUG 3 1 2Q" 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S ,  Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 105354/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WI. IEREFORE, defendant FWLTON BOILER WORKS hercby requests summary 

judgment in the abovc-cntitlcd casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FIlLTON 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 dismisscd with prcjudicc and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

h 6 r n e y s  for &ll~fY)N BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 

New York, N Y  10003 New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
A$BESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ETHEL L. KOROSECZ and FRANK 
KOROSECZ, 
Plaintiff@), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AIL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 105477/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Vk!? 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

N, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ETHEL N. KOROSECZ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105477/01 

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 I 
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. 

Dated: New York, New York s ,2011 $1 \u 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN WElTlER AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106695861 1 COUNTY CLERK'S 0 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 105483/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

SVEN ELOF NILSSON 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

8)ICp ,2011 

\ M / 

C h s p h e r  W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26"' FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

't, ';r WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\"I 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 - 

Hon. Shery-er 

US-ACTIVE-108639685. I 

AM 3 I 20tl 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

X ___-_r-_______________ll l_______________ 

STELLA MIGLIOZZI, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of ANTONIO 
MIGLIOZZI, 

Plaintiff (s) I 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Weitler I J. ) 

Index No.: 01/1056 CGi 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMNARY 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 § 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. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague Street 
klyn, NY 11201 

( 7 1  

so 

00 . 8 )  855-90 

ORDERED , 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, I 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS 0- 
NEW YOHK 

1 6  2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTONIO MlGLlOZZl 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105605/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 gl \(P 

WElTf & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106898072 1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH K. O'ROURKE 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105680/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

& I l b  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2eth FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF- 
NEW YORK 

on. s k f k  . H e h r  

US-ACTIVE-I 066401 22.1 

A U G  1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MYRON D. SCHREIBER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105745/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

q\\u ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq! 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  (21 2) 521 -5400 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 0664041 5.1 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD C. PRITCHETT 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105870/01 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

9Ilb ,2011 

Christopher o&P W. Healy, E q. 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

'i 
- ri,lJ& [. z *dI\  : F  SO ORDERED, 

E - -  
$ >  

WUNN CLERK'S WFm 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1W40272 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY SHERMAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 105871/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

E 
glib ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

US-ACTIVE-106640432.1 

AUG 1 92011 



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 

I ,  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 105986/01 

ELIZABETH WRIGHT 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l l b  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 I 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, i ;  F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 ) : .  

i .  

US-ACTIVE-106645884 1 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF= 

NEW YORK 



n 

MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and $., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al., 

Index No: 106190-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC,, f/k/a AMEMCAN 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, 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., be and the same are hereby 

prejudice and without casts. 

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 

(732) 528-8888 x (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
r r - -__r__________l________l__rrr___l l___-  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100782/03 

1 19373/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

___-__-__________l_"_lr___lll l_r___l____- X 

This Document Relates To: 
c- 

Martin Pardes 

_____ l__""______r____ l___ l____ l____r____"  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 or ,NewYork 
&(h 

3*' G.. 
'i * ." 

,!L :' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
NewYork,New k 0 7 
ur File No. 053&&~ E 

AUG 3 1 ZOtl 
SO ORDERED, couNTy CLERKS OFRCF 

NEW YORK 

4582438.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY 
X - - - - - - _ _ _ _ l - - l l _ l " _ - _ - - - - - - - - - ~ " - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Charles Plumrner 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 OO782/03 

1 1 93 85/00 
f i FEEE3 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A,W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

a 

,w, Julie R. Evans, Esq, 
k, 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 Y ork, New York 
Our File No. 05335.00 

SO ORDERED, 

4582442.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106463/01 

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. 

P 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REEDSMITH,LLP. I L E a 
Attorneys for American Optica Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. AUG 3 1 2811 
New York, New York I0022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-108898279 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___f_____________ll_____II______C______ -X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
______-___________________ l r________ l___ X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE RANDAZZO, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 

Index No. :<O::,0780 ~ 

1/ 10 64 63 
9385 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant: NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there 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: Brooklyn, New York 

ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street 

rooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry 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: 

ANTHONY JOHN REILLER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 106642/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 4 

.r.plcl* r 

?4 frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. b*, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

REED SMITH, LLP: 
Attorneys for American Optical Corpofppn3 "i zoll 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. JkL ' $ 1  

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

New YorkTNew Yor 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

USACTIVE-106898293 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
IOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT liELATES TO: 

CAROL ANN KELLY, as Executrix for 
the Estate of LAWRENCE J. KELLY, 
and CAROL ANN KELLY, Individually 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VS, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON, SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 106643/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERkD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

SON, McNEILL, P.C. 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 [ P E D  (212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

MG 3 1 20tI 

+' m T Y  CLERKS 
wrORK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

LAWRENCE KELLY 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J . )  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 106643/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

sllb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-108695752 1 



CAROL ANN KELLY, as Executrix for the estate of 
LAWRENCE J. KELLY, and CAROL ANN KELLY, 
individually 

Index No.:106643-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s), 

vs. 

A, C. and S., INC,, et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant T U N E  US INC., f//Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against TRANE US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Tnc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

AUG 1 92011 



Richard T. Grogan 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 106644/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

hereby requests WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New or ,NewYork d-&- 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 4Yd Street 
New York, New York 1001 7 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2021 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFRQE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 92011 
458 1996.1 



536.07200/AJM 
SLJPREME 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: 

JOHN A. LOCKWOOD, Deceased, : Index No.: 106933/01 

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 without costs. 

ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 

. , r :lp r F:IK'S WFt6;F 
SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER hkfl YOM GOUr4 ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

JOHN A. LOCKWOOD 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. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

> L  

AUG 3 1 2011 

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, 
Hon. Sherry Klkin Heitler 

1430756 



JOHN A. LOCKWOOD (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 ...................................................................... 

W H E M F O m ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
mw YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

MAURI SAVALAINEN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 106962/01 

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 
I 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

r \ \ w  ,2011 

~~~~~~ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys far American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER . 
USLACTIVE-106698420 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler. J.1 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I . I  

This Document Relates to: I Index No: IO7081101 

DONALD E. SlERlNG NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d 1 b  I 2 O l 1  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, 'Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
!JS-ACTIVE-106898581 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD R. SKELLY, 
Plaintiffs, 

- against - 

A.C.&S. INC, et al., 
Defendants. 

Index No.: 107095/01 

I.A.S. Part 39 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

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 plaintiff’s 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 to either party. 

Dated: 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Kohler r 

New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 
(2 12) 558-5500 York, NY 10022 L E D i ‘i l  

AUG 3 1 2o1’ 
SO ORDERED, 

c o u ~ ~ v  CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

AUG 16 2011 



EDWARD R .  SKELLY, 

Plaintiff ( 9 )  , 
-against - 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index N o . F Z h  
T m - m d  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (‘NATIONAL GRID”) , sued here in  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f /k /a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

New York, NY 100 
GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500  

AUG 3 1 2011 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD R. WINTERS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107187101 

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, 

i ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims I 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with I 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

% I l k  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US_ACTIVE+i06698831 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

CLIFFORD A. WALKER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 107201/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

W -%- 
Y .  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(212) 558-5500 /1 

I 

h t o p h e r  W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Opti 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th 
New York, New York IOOZ? 

;PI2) 521-5400 r ' hub 5 'IC11 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1066987M 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM J. TAHIRAK SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107317/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

qlclp ,2011 

yTY Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

US-ACTIVE-106698638 1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esh. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical C p ati 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h 
New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 521 -5400 

D fI 
- a 4 4  

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ALTON H. THOMPKINS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 107325/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

$?lllp,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06898655.1 

REED SMITH, LLP. REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

n I  (21 2) 521 -5400 
I III.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

AUGUST TURIANO, 

Plaintiff, 

Y -against- 

TRANE US, INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, 
INC., et al. 

4 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 10733701 

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., 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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant I 

Trane US Inc., f/k/a American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New J 
(732) 528-8888 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COI JNTY CLERK'S 

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: I Index No: 107403/01 

OSCAR SPARLING NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

5 r l \ C p  ,2011 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "\\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

US-ACTIVE-108898614.1 

/ 

Christopher W. Healy,'Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Cor or tion 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FT \ 
New York, New York 10022 

D E 
' 

(212) 521-5400 NG 3 \ 2"' 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

DENNIS M. WHALEN 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 107450101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests i 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant American Optical Operation with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

i 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. i 

Dated: New York, New York 

g j m  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Co 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th F 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

US-ACTIVE-1 06698803.1 
SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _ _ ~  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH COSTANZO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107453/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

dl(p ,2011 

-*&., .-. 
WEITZ 8, LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff \)$ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106683235 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107507/01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM R. SLIGER 

I 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 dl b 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
A\IG 3 *'" 

US-ACTIVE-106642932 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

JO$E A. SANTIAGO, 

Plaintiff, 
i 

-_ -against- 

T W E  US, flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., 
et al. 

$ 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 10757001 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, 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, flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US, flWa 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 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US, f/k/a American Standard, Inc, 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 



Index No: 10757$1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.C. and S., INC., et ai. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US, 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, T U N E  US, 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, f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed w$ y r E  D , 

and without costs. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US, 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 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler BUG 1 9 2011 

I 



RAYMOND RYSKOWSKI (Dec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plain tiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ____*_l-f_----------------------------------------------~-*-~"-------- 

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 &).o>. I / 

KEELER-DOR VER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Ave., S 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 5 5 8 - 5 5 00 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

f'Y1 L E D 
AUG 3 1 2011 . 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

RAYMOND RYSKOWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7\rIq ,201 1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

l J L u d x J w  
Hekn Antoniou fvlcGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1 10777 
Index 0 119375 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NANCY L. WYANT, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of EDWARD E. WYANT S R , ,  and NANCY 
L. WYANT, Individually, 

X _-__-rl_-----___---_________l_l_________ 

X ____---_-----l__-r-lI___________________ 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et d., 

Defendants. 
X -___---_-----___----____________________ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued here in  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being' no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without: costs. 

o r  Defendant  
GRID GENEFLATION LLC 700  Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

AUG 3 f 28\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 Relates to: 

SIMON MANNING 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108009101 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Vllb ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

l&&V 
Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 1002 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

-- 

3 0 2UIl SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF= 
NEW YOFK 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106674626 1 



I 

> , '  

I- 

, '  
r 

Philip F. Anundson NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: NewY rk New York + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42nd Street 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 92011 
4581970.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
PHILIP F. ANUNDSON I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108012/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, f/Ma Adience, Inc. fMa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 

File No.: 473.86209 
(914) 345-7301 

1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JAY EBINGER 

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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108708101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 New York, New York 10022 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558&00 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2011 

~ ; ~ u N T Y  CLERKS OFFtCE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-I 06645794.1 



SUPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

' NYCAL 

' (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 
JOSEPH G. MASSARO, as Personal Representative : Part 30 
for the Estate of JOSEPH F. MASSARO, 

' Index No.: 108713-01 Plaint iff( s), 

"against- 

A.C. AND S.,  INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY),etal., 

* 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 coinplaint 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 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defcndant 
CRANE CO. 
509 1,cxington Avenuc F I L E D  

AN 3 1 2011 (2 12) 558-5500 New Yurk, N Y 10022 

W N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG I 92011 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH A. MASSARO JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108713/01 

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 plaintiff's 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 Optical 

%.-.., :1, " 

z ? 

Frank Ortis, Esq. % -. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 AUG 3 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLEH 
US-ACTIVE-106684444 1 

FFICQ 



SUPREME COUFtT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH C. LANG, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 108713-01 

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, T U N E  US INC., fWa 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., f/Ma American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New J e r s e p 7 f 6  L E D 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

. kM 3 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNW CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GLENNA E. POWERS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109019/01 

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 plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 4 
S l l W  B~~~~ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEIJLER 
US-ACTIVE-IO6698265 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
PHILIP HERNANDEZ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109761/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

slllp ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, EG. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys far American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, - 
Hon. Shervx. Heitley AUG 3 1 2U1 

USJICTIVE-106645832 1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY J. ROMANO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 IO165101 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

ab 12011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. "..,,\\ 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Christopher W. Healy, E6q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTWE-106698302.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
:OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MADELINE MCGINN, Individually anc 
RICHARD JOHN MAVERICK and 
RICHARD JOHN MAVEFUCK as 
Personal Representatives for the Estate 
of HAROLD MCGINN , 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 110438/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

A@ 3 1 2O'' 

couNfi CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

HAROLD MCGINN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 110438/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

911 lp ,2011 

H 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 0669791 8.1 

(212) 521-5400 

SllEWRY KLEIN HEITLER 



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 ___________-_________r________________ f_  

HAROLD McGINN (dec . I  , 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

01/1104 
Index 

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 § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID 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 NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without; costs. 

Dated: 

f o r  Defendant  
GRID GENERATION LLC 

New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(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: 

X 

X _____________lll___________________l_lf_ 

HAROLD McGINN (dec . , 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (''NATIONAL GRID"), sued here in  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules ,!$ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

E D  Attorneys for P l a i n t  

New York, NY 10003 
ERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000  

(212) 558-5500  
AUG 3 1 2olt 



DANIEL MAYNARD PRATT (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 _________________"_______l_ll___________~----------------------------- 

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-OLTVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

A 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

(212) 661-1151 Harrison, NY 10528 F I L E D  i i  
'\ F- 1 AUG 3 1 

f Y "  

c ( y j N n  CLERK'S - 
NEVJ Y O M  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
DANIEL TORRETTA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 111218/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. “\“y 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, E& 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 . ,  

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 
AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106848035 1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFRS 
NEW YORK 



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 

1 I ,  

This Document Relates to: 
JAMES BAIRD 

index No: 11 1218/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl 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 casts. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb 120'1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

USJCTIVE-108845777 1 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

Index N@ & 115624/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby rcquests summary 

judgrncnt 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 upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff's 
Weitz & Luxenbcrg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

2 Rector Street, 1 4th Floor 
Ncw York, Ncw York 10006 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN J, FARRELL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1  1219/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

a l l b  '2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

F I L E D  SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106545817.1 



PI ai n t i ff( s ) , 

- against - 

A.C. & S, lnc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

IndexN . 11219/01 & 6416/01 0 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

W1 IHKBFORR, defendant FlJ1,TON BOILER WORKS hereby requcsts summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, purswiit to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scction 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against dcfcndant HJL'I'ON BOILER WORKS with prejudice. 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clainis against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc and 

without costs. 

Barry Mc'l'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 

Wcitz & Luxcnberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
MORRIS COHEN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: I 1  1221/01 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106645788.1 

AUG 1 92011 



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: 
JOHN GARREN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1  1222101 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

,2011 55 IICa 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler AWG 3 f 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106645821,I 

COUNTY CLERKS m7 
NEW Y m  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS L I TI GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 
ROGER WARKENTHIEN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1222101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant American Optical 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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

% l l c p  ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 3 '"' 

US-ACTIVE-108646065.1 

AUG 1 92011 



Plainti ff-ls), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OI’POSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOlION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

W I-Il3lRFOKE, defendant FU1,lON BOILEIi WORKS hereby requests suinmary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ihiles Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEREII, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BO1 I,ER WOIIKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-- 

2 Itcctor Strcet, 14‘” Floor 
New York, New York 1,0006 

’ \  

F 1 LED J/., 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

AUG 3 ’I 201’ 

coUN5~w YORK 

. ’ 
SO ORDERED, 

C L ~ ~ ~ s  OFFICE 

A N  1 6  2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
ALBERT NICHOLS 

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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1222/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

S l l b  f 2 O l 1  

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff TT 
(21 2) 558-5500 

/ 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521 -5400 

I . I- 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
Hon. SherFp  Heitkr 

AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106645995.1 COUNTY CLERKS 0- 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

X _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - -  

JOHN GARREN and JOAN C. GARREN, 

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.) 

Index No. :- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY rn [ ;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued here in  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: Brooklyn, New York 
n - I I A - ?  q n i  i 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. r L - & , - ' g  

n"and Dykman LLP-  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . C ?''*,\ 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs '' 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 g \ k E 77  Montague Street 

( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

w -  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X "-- l - l - - - l - - - -_--r__----- l -r- l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Frank M. Colabella 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index w l 1 2 2 2 / 0  1 3 
1 15845/01 

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 32 12, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

Dated: New or ,NewYork & 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

AUG 1 9 2011 
4367612.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THF: STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
ANTHONY BOIANO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fk la BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

M - 2 j z z z F  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

IWYRKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI 

SO ORDERED, 

530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No. : 473,86210 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Anthony Boiano NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York * 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R, Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yo 
Our File No. 05335. 

4581981.1 



.- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

HOAQLAND, LONQO 
NIORAN, DUNST B 
DOLIKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
WBRUNSMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEV’S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

4a PATERSONST 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

NATALE V. GRILL0 AND FRANCES GRILL0 

against 

INDEX NO.: 01-1 11224 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL 

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 

iefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: NEW YORK CITY, New York 

PHAN ALVARADO, ESQ. 
OAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ttorneys for Defendant, 
ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
3 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff@), 
Natale V. Grillo and Frances Grillo 

New York, NY 10003 
ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

I 

3 ORDERED: 

AUG 1 6  20111 



d * \  

HOAOLPND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
MW BRUNWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

NATALE V. GRILLO AND FRANCES GRILLO 

against 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL I 

INDEX NO.: 01-1 11224 

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 YORK CITY, New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST ti DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Natale V. Grillo and Frances Grillo 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: MG 16 2olu 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 - 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: e 121132/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE) defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OIlDJ31lEI1, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Barry McTicrnan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, , F I L E D  i 

F 9 AUG 3 1 2011 

couNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
A U  16 2011 

NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S ,  Inc., et al. 

NO OI’POSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rilles Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FULTON BO11 ,KR WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition tlicrcto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-def‘endants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfcndant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same arc liereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2 Iicctor Strcct, 14‘” Floor 
Ncw York, New Yorlc 

Wcitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
Ncw Yorlc, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
SHALOM LEVY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1227101 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4 I l O  201 1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26Ih FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106645846.1 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 11 1227/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FIJLTON BOILER WORKS hereby rcqucsts 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 prcjudicc, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-dcfendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

--I-- I" 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorncy for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

OILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 14'h Floor 
New York, New York 10006 



-against- 

A. C. & S., rNC.,ad. 

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IAS Part 30 Defendants I 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with pre,judice, 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 

/--I e-- -.- 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 New York, New York 10003 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

New York, NY 10003 

ALBERT CONTENT0 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

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. 

SO ORDERED, 

1625898 



WILLIAM H. WHARRY JR. 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 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 I L E D  
LUG 3 9 20l1 

P- 
AY p .  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Haen Antoniou'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 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1630756 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
X NYCAL ___--_--------------I___________________ 

x (Heitler, J.) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES F. THOMAS (dec.)  , Index No.: 09/190027 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID w i t h  

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: BrookJyn, New York 

I - .  - -~ 
n-and Dykman LLP WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P . 

f o r  Defendant At torneys  f o r  Pla in t i , , ,  
700 Broadway - m m  
New York, NY 10003 , I - 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 1212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

i f f s  

WLEQ 



X:/FB W43345/lepol/MA Y 201 I 

P1 ai nti R(s) 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., ct al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Derendants. 

WEIEREFOIIE, dcfcndant H J  L'I'ON BOILER WORKS hercby requests suminary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintifys' coinplaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prej Lidice, 

and thcrc bcing no opposition tlicreto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clainis and cross claims against 

defendant FUL'ION BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Ncw York, New York 10006 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, = F I L E D  - 
- AUG 3 1 2011 

COUN-I-Y CLERRS  OFF^^^ 
AUG 1 6  2011 

NEW YOm( 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JAMES SCHIAVO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 11231/01 

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 crass claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

@@ 
Dated: New York, New York 

d lb  l 2 O 1 l  

Christopher W. Healy, q. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

USJCTIVE-1066460C6 1 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFm 

NEW Y W  



.. 

This Document Relates To: 

GEORGE EDWAFUISEN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

T U N E  US INC., fMa AERMICAN 
STANDARD, INC., et al. 

IndexNo.: 11123101 

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., 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 

prejudice and without costs. 8 -  

, J  

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., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

AUG 1 9 2011 



RUDOLPH BIBOW and JOAN BIBOW, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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 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: Brooklyn, New York 

ney for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
L GRID GENERATION LLC 700  Broadway 

177 Montague St ree t  New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 ' ( 212 )  558 -5500  
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

........__._ "__"________________________~..~.~....-~.-~------------" 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH W. SHRECK 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 

, "  F \ L E V  prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
7 b-3 ,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'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

I632780 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JACK LOCKER 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 11234/01 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sllb ,2011 
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&- r --- 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

-k Frank Ortis, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

i F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
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Plaintilf(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Tndex N &F& & 1 19252/0 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, dcfcndant FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the abovc-cntitlcd casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant bIJI,'IUN HOII  , I X  WORKS with prcjudice, 

and there being no opposition thcrcto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defkndant F1JI.TON HOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prcjudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Or&,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & Luxcnbcrg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry Mc'l'icman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 
Ncw York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



Plaint iff( s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

Index &zJ 119237/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFOIIb;, dcfcndant FULTON BOILER WORKS hcrcby rcquests summary 

judgniciit in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendmi FULTON BOJI,).;R WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being 110 opposition thereto, 

ORDEIIEI), that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claiins against 

defendant 1WI ,'I'ON BOILER WOIiKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & 1,uxcnberg 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

so OIIDEIIED, - 

J BUG 3 1 2011 7 A m  1 6 2011 .. 


