
4ED ON 91201201 1 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JOHN H. EPP 

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

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

Index No: 11 1236101 

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 lb  ,2011 

&@--%dfi bl .r k”’l 
q , ” J T *  9.J 

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

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, we 3 I 2011 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106645811 1 



WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New Yor , New York 4-4- 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 1001 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

\ L E D  

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 9 2011 

4581990.1 



X:/FB W4354Y/lrpnl/MA Y 201 I 

SUPREME COURT OF TIIE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

P lainti ff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPl'OSITION SUMMAliY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AN13 
0 RD E 13 

Index N e &  121823/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, dcfcndaiit FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby rcquests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against dcfciidant FULTON BO11 ,I-X WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 

N BOILER WORKS 

2 Iiector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New Yorlc 10006 

(21 2) 558-550 

F I L E D . ,  
I ion. Shcrry 

~ AUG 3 1 2oI1 



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: 114379/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
RICHARD GlEGERlCH 

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' 

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, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106645824 1 
AUG 3 1 2017 



I 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~~ ~ .. 

This Document Relates to: 
PETERVELLA 

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

Index No: 114584/01 

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 lb  ,2011 

.-.,;,.A 
Frank Ortin, Esq. \\ \ WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 
(212) 558-5500 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 
(212) 521-5400 

US-ACTIVE-106646053.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_________._....__ ""_____________________---.----.-.~---------"-~---" 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 15593-01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A,S. Part 30 
_ . . . . . . . . . . . _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - ~  "-"."-....-~---~---------------- 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES M. BARRY as Executor for the 
Estate of JAMES J. BARRY 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

&;A Brian Sor en, Esq. 
&M&m+&q. /nd9/3Cl fm//,' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation 

88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 1 F I L E D  

SO ORDERED: 

1599064-1 



P1 ai n t i ff'(s) 

- against - 

NO OPl'OSI?'ION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

Index No.: 11 1218/Oyt6=$ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests suinrnary 

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

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

. and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New Yorlc 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

' (212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SOORDERED, I 
I 

AuG 3 1 2g'' 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

muN%~u\ l  W R K  1 6  20ff '  



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: I15630101 

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)Ib 12011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. REED SMITH, LLP. 
I 

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff - q j "  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -540fl 

US-ACTIVE-1 06646039.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



536.08370/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

JOE JENKINS , 
: Index No.: 115739/01 

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

vs . 
: NO OPPOSITION 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : S-Y JlXGkENT MOTION 
et al. , : AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t h o u q o l t k  E@ 
. *  

DATED : bB/Dd/// 
East Hanover, New Jersey 

/zz-i&L. 7z 
FRANK M. ORTIZ, E 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle R o c k  Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 

"__Eas t  Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



. 

SUPFLEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

JOSEPH JENKINS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 1 

TRANE US, INC., et al., 
t 

Index No.: 115739-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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 hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  - 

AUG 3 1 Zo1' 

7\1 GLERK'S h O ' k  NEW y m  
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



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

JOE JENKINS 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: 

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

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

D LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. 
Products Comeanv 
88 Pine Street,A24ih Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1630756 

AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _  X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__- -________-_ -_______________ I_______  - -X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN GARREN and JOAN C. GARREN, 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

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

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCMENT 
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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
AttOKneyS f o r  P l a i n t  

IONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
7 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
ooklyn, NY 11201 
18) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et al. NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Defendants. 
X --1--~------1-1---_-_---1111------------------------~---~~~~~~-------- 

WIIRIEPORE, defendant FULlON BOILER WORKS hereby rc i iesls suniiiiary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with pre+judice, 

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

URDI’REII, that upon noticc lo  all co-defendants, all claims aiid cross claims against 

dcfeiidant FULTON 1301LE11 WORKS be aiid the same are hereby disinissed with prejudice aird 

without costs. 

I--I- 

Sal ‘a Malikzay, Es . 
At ncys for 41JL ’ON BOILER WORKS 

a m  Mc‘l’icri & Moore 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

’ ‘I “ 2 IIcctor Strcct, 14‘” Floor 
Ncw York, New York 10006 

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

AUF 3 1 ?ut’ ‘- so OIIIlERE13, 
c L ~ ~ ~ ~  OFFICE 

c o U N 2 ~ ~  YORK A N  1 6  2011 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Frank M. Colabella 

... .. .. 

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

Index No: 1 1 1222/01 

4z!Ez3 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X - - - - - - - - I * -  

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

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

Dated: New ork, New York * 
8 

rr *+.-\a Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC \<:$\ *r WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant: 
New York, NY 10003 A,W, CHESTERTON 

150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

SO ORDERED, 

4367612. I 
AUG 1 92021 



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

IN KE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN J. McCUE (dec'd), : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: 111dt:x No.: 1 16 146-0 1 
-against- 

A. W. C'HESTERTON CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: ,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 

plaintifYs coinplaint against defendant CRANE CO. with pwjudice, and there being n o  

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the saint: are hereby, dismissed with prejudicc and without cosls.  

-t-- --- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WI:IT%, & I,lJXENBb~RG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffxs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

@?&* Angela i iglio, Es , 

Attorneys f'or Defendant 
CRANE C'O. 
599 Lexington Avcniie. F I L E D  

AUG 1 92011 



P 1 ain t i ff-1 s) , 

- against - 

NO OPPOSI'I'ION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: I 1121 9/01 & m, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

ORKS hereby requcsts suinrnary 

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

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

and thcre being no opposition tliereto, 

OIIDEIIEU, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims aiid cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are liereby dismissed with prejudice aiid 

witl1out costs. 

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

13arry Mc'l'ieman & Moorc 
2 Rcctor Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(2 12) 3 13J600 

k ,  

SO ORIIERED, 
Hon. S h w  Klein-Heitlcr 



1’1 ai nt i ff( s) I 

- against - 

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

N O  OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUIIGMEN’I MOTION ANI) 
0 RDER 

Index No.: 11 1225/01 

NYCAL 
[ . A S .  Part YO 

WHEIIEFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests suiiirnary 

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

dismissing plaintif&’ complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prcjudice, 

and there bciiig no opposition thcreto, 

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

ddcndant FULTON BOlL1’;R WOlIKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

‘rank Ortiz,Esq. 
Altorncy for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & Luxciibcrg 
700 Broadway 2 k c t o r  Street, 14‘” Floor 
Neiv York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-550 

1 I New York, New Yorlc 
(212) 313-3600 



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

Index No.: 11 

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 

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 

ED prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-7 \LT ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1632780 
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SUPREME COURT or: THE STATE OF NEW Y o i x  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

P 1 ai n ti fl( s ) , 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUIIGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 118866/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHERElWIiI3, dcfendaiit FULlON HOILER WORKS hcrcby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FU1,'TON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant I;UI,TON BOILER WORKS be and the same arc licreby dismissed with pre.judice and 

without costs . 

---T _-I__- - 

Frank OrtiqEsq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & 1,uxenberg 7/gq 1 ] \ 
700 Broadway 

u t t o m e y s  fo IWI , ' ION BOILER WO13I<S 
Harry McTie t nan & Moore 
2 Iicctor Street, 14'" Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, __ 

.- - 1 6  20111 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
LUCAS TOTO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 119188/01 

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 

slrb ,2011 

/ 
Christopher W. Healy<Esq. 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26*h F L. 

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

F I L E D , ,  ! '  

AUG 3 1 2011 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

t 

US-ACTIVE-1 06646044.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFJCE 
NEW YORK 



Plaiiitiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPl'OSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 11 1234/0 

NYCAL 
X.A.S. Part 30 

WHERKFO13E, defendant 1WL'lON BOII,ER WORKS hereby rcquests suminary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

delkndnnt FL'1,TON BOILER WORKS be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prcjudice and 

without costs . 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & Luxunberg 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 



Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

NO OPl~OSl'I'ION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OlWEK 

Jndex No.: 1 1 1 2 3 4 / O F G $  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby req iests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' coiiiplaint agaiiisl delendant FUL'I~ON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

deleiidant FUI,?ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismisscd with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, NY 10003 

Barry Mcl'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Strcet, 14"' Floor 
Ncw York. New Yorlr 10006 

(212) 558-550 (2 12) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, __ 

Hon. AlfG 3 1 2011 



CHARLES F. THOMAS (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 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: Bro 

ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

rooklyn, NY 11205 ( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  AUG '3 1 201' 

Ty CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ l r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

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

William Mileti 

Index No: 1 19798/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

Dated: New or ,New York 44- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, w 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

AUG 3 1 2011 

cou~lY CLERK'S 0- 
NEW YORK 

43681 13.1 



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTINO and BEATRICE 
D' AGOSTINO, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

Index No. : 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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 a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

M d g e ,  E s q .  
m and Dykman LLP 

orney f o r  Defendant 
TIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC YP 77 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 

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

( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1OV , 

E ~ 

( 2 1 2 )  558 -5500  



SIJPREME COTJIU 01: u-rE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

- against - 

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

NO O1’POSITION SUMMARY 
JU1)GMENI’ MOTION AND 
ORDER 

lndcx No.: 106283/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON B011,EII WORKS hereby requests sumnary 

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

dismissing plaintiff2 complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice. 

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEREI), that upon notice to all co-dcfendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FUL’I’ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hcreby disinisscd with prejudice and 

without costs. 

BOI1,EK WORKS 
Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney fbr Plaintiffs 
Weitx & 1,uxcnberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New Yorlc, New York 100 

7 
(212) 558-550 12) 313-3600 



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

I.D. Caples 

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

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

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

n 
-- - 

SO ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
N e w Y o r k , N e w $ k r L  
OurFileNo. 053 0 1 

3 1 lul' 

4367606.1 



From: FAXmaker To: John Burbridge Page: 314 Date: 4/29/2011 4:11:55 PM 

JAMES J. COUGHLZN, 

NHEREFORE, defendant ,  NATIONAL G R I D  GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

G R I D  ("NATIONAL G R I D " ) ,  s ued  h e r e i n  as  KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests sununary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil P r a c t i c e  Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing p l a i n t i f f ' s  complaint against defendan t  NATIONAL GRID with 

p r e j u d i c e ,  and t h e r e  b e i n g  no opposition t he re to ,  

ORDERED, t h a t  upon n o t i c e  to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross c l a i m s  a g a i n s t  defendant  NATIONAL GRID be and the 

hereby  dismissed w i t h  prejudice and without c o s t s .  

same are 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG( P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
7 0 0  Broadway 

Montague Street N e w  Y o r k ,  NY 1 0 0 0 3  
I 3 r o o k l y n ,  NY 11201 ( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

AUG 3 1 2091 

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

http://www.gfi.com


Plaintiff’(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, lnc., ct al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OK11 E 13 

I n d e x $ J . d & & l  & 123935/01 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

W1 IKI<E:FOIIE, ddendaiit FULTON BOILER WORKS hcrcby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

dcfcndant FUL‘I’ON BOILER WORKS be and the sainc are hcreby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Ncw York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 -3600 

3 I 2071 
SO OIIDERED, 



R 

VITO CANNIZZARO, as Administrator for the 
Estate of VINCENT CANNIZZARO, 

Index No.: 120390-01 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 

CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendants. 

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

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

P 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 20f1 E 

@( Q W S O F f l C E  
NEW Y O M  eith 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 



Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 104066/02 & 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FUL,TON BOILER WOIXS be arid the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice arid 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 
(212) 558-550 

10003 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

New York, New 
(212) 313-3600 

York 1 



536.10452/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 
This document relates to: 

WILLIAM R. PROCTOR, Deceased, : 2 0 3 9 2  

Plaintiff, : (May 2011 Mont y FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 

1.TNTTED COLTEYOR CORPCRATION I : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY LKJD[;MENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFOFtE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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 pr 

DATED: ~~~~~ 

East Hano er, ew Jersey 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& FLINPJ 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



William R. Proctor Index No. 104070 02 
fib 

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

judgment in the above-entitled cases, 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. Smirh Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8\ 9 201 1 F I L E D  

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter. LLP 
Atrorneys for Defendant A.O. Smith Water Products Co. 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

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

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



JOHN MCDONALD and SUSAN MCDONALD, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

Index No.: 120394-01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC,, flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

r 

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($) 
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 087 F I L E D  

AUG 3 1 2011 (732) 528-8888 
(212) 558-5500 .. 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler COUNTY CLERK'S OFRm 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-_______-_______________________ I_______  X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- - - - -____-- - - -___________I______________ X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES F. SMITH and JOSEPHINE SMITH, 

Plaintiff ( S I ,  
-against- 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et a1 . , 

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

Index NO. :cm 
3 95 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J’UD-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 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 

ONAL G R I D  GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY LO003 

F I L E  Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

n 1 1  

SO ORDERED, 

/ti, 1 I 6  2011 I 

AUG 3 1 2011 

WUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



S36.L0338/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Lerry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

DONALD PERRY , 
: Index No.: 

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

vs  . 

[JNTTED COWJEYCF. CORP2RATTCN I : NO QPPOSJTTQN 
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND OE?DER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Jomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice,  and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

xossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 
,l 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

IATED: ~~~~~~ 

Sast Hanover, N e w  Jersey 

. I  

AuG 3 1 

~ N K  M. ORTIZ, ESQ,~~ 
JEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
ittorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys fo r  Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

io ORDERED, 



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

DONALD PERFtY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

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

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

Section 3212, dismissing 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: 

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

- -  

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



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

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

This Document Applies to: SUMMARY 

JOSE TRINIDAD, 
- .  .- 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTJON CO. INC., 

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

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

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

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

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
July 25,201 1 

TINE & GALLAGHER 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York 10038 

@on Street, Suite 720 
New Y ork 1 I20 1 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 120395/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests suminary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NILTON 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 FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hcrcby dismissed with prejudice and 

wit ho 11 t cos 1 s . 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff's 
Weitz & Luxcnbcrg 
700 I3roadway 
New York, NY 10003 

7 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0  

OILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New Yorlc 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, 
- AUG 3 1 2011 



THOMAS MCCANN and KATHERINE 
MCCANN, 

Index No.: 120395-01 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
OZiDER 

Defendants. 

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 

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 

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby'dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

A N  3 1 201t 

//E*ws -woR;"g 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 

A U ~ ~ 9 2 0 7 1  



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

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

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

CHARLES PELLEGRINO, 

Plaintiff, 

: Index No.: 1 0 3 3 3 6 / 0 2  

: 
: Group) 

(May 2011 Mohthly FIFO Trial 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPQRATTON. : NO ORPQSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFOFtE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the  

s a m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 
r 

East Hanover, 'New Jersey 

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

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
, P . O .  Box 4 3 8  

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document re la tes  to: 

TRAVIS M. YOUNGER, Deceased, 

vs . 

Plaintiff, 

NY CAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein  Heitler) 

Index No. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOmTION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Un,ted Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

orneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

gew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

50 ORDERED, 



TRAVIS M. YOUNGER (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

Index No.: 10762 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

York 0 8-02. ( (  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintisf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-55OO 

M& GO~DMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

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

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 
AUG 3 I 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

Products Company 

W€-I-XEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne York, New York 11s ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

1630756 

A U G ~ 9 Z U 1 1  



Plaintiff( s>, 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Inc., et a1. 

NO OPl'OSI?'ION SUMMARY 
.JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

Indcx No.: 104537/02 & 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WI-IEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition tliereio, 

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

defendant FUL'ION BOILER WORKS bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, Ncw Yorlc 10006 

Attorncy for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, I 
€Ion. Sherry Klein-Heitler 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSIl'ION SUMMARY 
,JUDGMENI' MOTION AND 
0 R11 E 13 

Index No.: 104515/ 8t 1 0399/01 Y Q - 2  
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Paid 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dimissing plaintiff? complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

a id  there being no opposition thereto, 

Ol'U)EKT;,I), that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are liereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 

(2 12) 3 13-3600 
New York, NY 10003 Ncw York, Ncw York 10006 
(212) 558-550 

' /  

SO ORIIEKEL), 
Hon. She 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS QFFtcE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. 8r S, Iiic., ct al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

Index No.: 

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 aiid Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiff's' complaint against defendant FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being 110 opposition tliereto, 

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

defeiidaiit FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hcrcby dismissed with prejudice aiid 

without costs. 

W 
Barry McTicrnan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New Yorlc 10006 

Fraiik Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 

F I L E  (212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

AUG 3 1 2011 SO ORDEIZED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 1 6  20111 



Plai iiti r'f( s), 

- against I 

A.C. & s, hc . ,  et al. 

NO OPPOSI'IION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
Ol l I~EIt  

Index No,: 100618/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 ' 

WI IEREI:ORE, defendant FULI'ON I30ILEII WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendan1 FULTON BOILER WORKS with pl-ejirdicc, 

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

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

dcfendant FLJLlON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
n 

._ __-__I- - -- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxeiibcrg 
700 Broadwav 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Par t  30 
( H e i t l e r ,  J.) 

MICHAEL, J. AMATO and THERESA AMATO, 

P l a i n t i f f  ( s )  , 
- a g a i n s t -  

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SuMMaRY JUD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendan t s .  
X -___-  

WIIEREFORE, defendant ,  NATIONAL G R I D  GENERATION LLC d /b /a  NATIONAL 

G R I D  (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

a b o v e - e n t i t l e d  ‘case, pursuant t o  C i v i l  Practice Law and Rules  5 3212,  

i - J i m J s s i n g  p l a i n t i f f s ‘  c o m p l a i n t  against d e f e n d a n t  NATIONAL GRID w i t h  

prejudice, and there being no opposition t h e r e t o ,  

ORDERED, that upon n o t i c e  t o  all c o - d e f e n d a n t s ,  a l l  c l a i m s  and 

cross c la ims  a g a i n s t  d e f e n d a n t  NATIONAL GRID b e  and t h e  same a r e  

h e r e b y  dismissed w i t h  p r e j u d i c e  and w i t h o u t  c o s t s .  

f o r -  D e f e n d a n t  
GRID GENERATION LLC 

‘V . 17’7 Montague S t r e e t  
B r o o k l v n ,  N Y  1 1 2 0 1  

Attornevs for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York,  NY 10003 
( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 



MICHAEL J. AMATO and THERESA N U T O ,  

Plaintiff (E), 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, 6 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 plaintiffs' 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: Br yn, New York 

700 Broadway 

F I L E D ;  tague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

AUE 3 I 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



* 

'I ' *  0 

, -  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

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 
New York, New York 100 17 , 0~ Fro335 .OOOO 1 

SO ORDERED, 

4367576.1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. BARTOLOMUCCI AND MARY 
BARTOLOMUCC,I 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Defendants. 

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

Index No.: 120430/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2?\? ,2011 

Rf ;L E 
AM 3 1 2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Bartolomucci and Mary Bartolomucci 

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

80 Broad Street-Suite 23 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

571-OSO3C 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_--_________-________1_____11______1____ x NY CAL 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
- -X  (Heitler, J. ) ___ - - -________-_ -______________ I______  

FRANK C. PERRY and EMILIE B. PERRY, Index No.: 02/10 p@3 
Plaintiff ( s )  , 

-against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

NATIONAL GRID GENERRTION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

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

GRID ("NATIONAL G R I D N )  , 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 

preju,dice, 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 n, New York 

-.  _ _ ~  ~~ 

and Dykrn&'LLPA WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 'p. 
for Defendant  A t  tOKneyS f o r  iatigfs, 1 
GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

1 7 7  Mclntaaue Street New York, NY 1 
2-- - - ~ - ~  - , , . . - - - - I 

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

- "" f,c . 8 "I" I '  ' '{ CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- - - - -_----___-_-______r_____l_____l_____ X NY CAL 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X (Heitler, J, ) -----_----___-_--_____1_____11__________ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LAWRENCE W. RYAN (dec.), Index NO. : 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

Defendants. 
_ _ - - - _ _ _ r l - _ _ _ _ _ _ l - - _ - _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  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 

and Dykman LLP 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

m e y  f o r  Defendant Attorneys fox- Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 
(212) 558-5500  

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSI1'ION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MO1'ION AND 
OIIDEII, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and thcrc being no opposition thcrcto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WOKKS be and the same are hcrcby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 



. ... 

RUDOLPH BIBOW and JOAN BIBOW, 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

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

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

Index No. 9-9 
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 a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

"". , SO ORDERED, 

C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

and Dykman LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
ey for Defendant 
AL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

177 Montague s t ree t  
Brooklyn, NY 11201 ' 

(718) 855-9000 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JAMES SCHIAVO 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

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

Index No: 120582/01 

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 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 

Sl lb  ,2011 

~. .. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

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

(21 2) 558-5500 

c 

\ 1 
M p h e r  W. Healy, Esq. 

ED SMITH, LLP. 
ion 

d e  itle-rl 
SO ORDERED, 

(21 2) 521 -5400 

pm F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2Clt 

US,ACTIVE-106646013.1 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
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: NYCAL 

ANTHONY BOIANO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, I.) 
IndexNo: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

opposition thereto, 

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

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

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

costs. 

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

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flwa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Ma Adience, Inc. fMa BMI . ,  
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 p\LE (914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86210 :, 

p+UG 3 9 I"' 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPRIZME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ - - - _ _ _ - l _ _ - _ _ _ _ l _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ l _ -  

NYCAL 

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 11 1223/01 

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 Y k, New York + 
~~~ 

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

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

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

p:g"L E D New York, New Yo 
Our File No. 05335. 

AUG 1 92011 
4581981.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSIlION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 106021/02 & Tcl"^-, 121001/01 
z 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, dcfendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgiiiciit in the above-ciititled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scctioin 32 12, 

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

and there being 110 opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTrON BOILER WORKS bc and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & 1,uxenber-g 
700 Broad way 7 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New Yorlc 20006 
(212) 558-550 

SO OllDERED, 
Ilon. s% 

/ VIYV - . 



PI ai 11 t i  fI( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSI1'ION SUMMARY 
JUIIGMEN'I' MO'I'lON AND 
OlIDER 

Index No.: I 06035/O2 GG& 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant 17U1.1'ON BOILER WORKS licreby rcqucsl suminnry 

judgniciit in tlie above-cntitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

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

and there being no opposition tliercto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

without costs. 

all co-defendants, all claims aiid cross claims against 

bc and the same are hereby disinisscd with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxeiibcrg 
700 Broadway 2 Rcctor Street, 14"' Floor 
Ncw York, NY 10003 New York, New 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, AUE 3 9 2019 4 1 

1 



P 1 aiii ti fY( s), 

- against - 

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

N O  Oi’l’OSi‘lION SlJMMAKY 
JUIIGMENT MOTION AN13 
ORDER 

Index No.: 108535/02 &z& 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WI.IEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS liereby rcquests summary 

judgment in tlic above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Scctioii 32 12, 

dismissing plaintifls’ complaint against defcndaiit FUL‘fON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being 110 opposition thcreto, 

ORDERED, that upoii 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 

\vi thou t cos Is. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, NY 10003 Ncw York, New York 10006 

2 Rector Street, 14“’ Floor 

(21 2)  558-5500 3600 

SO ORDERED, 
’ AUG 3 1 2011 

AUC; 16 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: 
JERRY SPIELER 

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

Index No: 121 100/01 

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 ,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, F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 Zo1* 



PI aiiiti ff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO Ol'l'OSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 11  1224/01 & 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Parl30 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hcreby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are liereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenbcrg 
700 Broadwav 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadwav 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14''' Floor 
New York, New Yorlc 10006 New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-550 600 

+ F I L E D  
i " AuG 3 1 zbzl 

SO ORDERED, 
H O l l  

ALII; 16 EO11 CLERK'S OFFICE 
couN%~w YORK 



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

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ALBERT CONTENT0 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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

summaxy 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 \ \ ?  ,2011 

SO ORDERED, 

1625898 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC. , ad .  

: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

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

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
"7 ,a-  La)/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

/7 

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

264 West 40* Street 
New York, New York 10018 
(2 12) 302-2400 



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

WILLIAM H. WHARRY JR, NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N;y {fk, New York 
, 201 1 

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, 

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 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X NYCAL 

X (Heitler, J. ) 

-__l----------__--------I____________ 

--_l---_------_l------------------------ 

FRANK M. BARBERA, as Personal Representative Index No.: 01/121734 
for t h e  Estate of FRANK S. BARBERA, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY YWDGMENT 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER 
NATIONAL GRID, et d., 

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

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

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

F I L E D  
177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

d 

Hon. Sherry 
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 - l _ l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

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

FRANK M. BARBERA, as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of F W K  S. BARBERA, 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 
-against - 

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

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

Index No.: 01/121734 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDWENT 
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 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: Bro 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for P1 a in 
700 Broadway 

Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
rooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 

( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  



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

FRANK S. BARBERA NO OPPOSITION SUMR R? 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

OlZDER 

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: Ny/A!gk, New York 
,2011 

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

E I L E D 
AUG 3 1 2011 I' 

FFlCE 

Helkn 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, 

AUG 1 92011~ 
1630756 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSI’I’ION SUMMARY 
,JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
0 K1) E 13 

Index No.: 11 1236/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WI-II’REFORE, defendant FIJLTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

Jisiiiissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FULTON BOI1,GR WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being 110 opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FUL’I’ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with p j u d i c e  and 

without costs. 

---3 Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attornev for Plaintiffs - . . . . . . 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

w t t o r n e y s  $w FULTON BOILIX WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Strcct, 1 4t” Floor 
Ncw York, New Yorlc 10006 

.7/2Ql ii 
(21 2) 558-550 (212) 3 13-3600 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ " r _ - _ l _ _ _ r l _ l _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Carlton C. Butler 

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

Index N n  
1862/0 

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. 

Dated: New Yor , New York & 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. T*T-; 
-"-\ 4 WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC d 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

f 

so ORDERED, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 1001s 1 

akl . -- 
AUG 1 9 2011 

4581990.1 



536.10337/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER, 
102733 

+.m-z* 
: Index No.: 

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

vs  . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOFLATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
SL al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant:, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

Jomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there  being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

3ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED : D v B / /  
Iast Hanov r, New Jersey 

IEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
i t to rneys  for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
Jew York, New York 10003 

io ORDERED, 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, 

Avenue. Suite 3 5 0  



- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOI’ION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 0 2 7 6 9 / O G z $  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WI-IEKEFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintill‘s 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Harry Mc’Iiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14‘’’ Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 2) 3 13-3600 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 16 2011 



Eugene D. Steinhauer 

NYCAL 
IAS Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
b 3 \ 9  201 1 

F I L E D  , - ,  

AUG 3 1 2011 ' 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



EUGENE D. STEINHAUER, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

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

10273312002 

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

f71IEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENl3ERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GO@hAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, 
Harrison, New York 1052 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ " l l r _ c - _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 3 r _ _ _ _ c _ _ -  

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

Index N<@ 
6/02 

Joseph Intrabartolo 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
- ? , b U +  

WEITZ & LUXE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

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

File No. 05335.00001 

F I L  
AUG 3 1 

E 
2 01 

D' 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF- 
NEW YORK 

4637673.1 



JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _____1-__1______________________________---"-------------------------- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5S 8-5500 

* 
Honorable Shes le in-ke i t le r  

1 Rodri Armand, Jr., E 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
40Wall Street, 57"Floor 
New York, New York 10005 F I L E D 
(212) 661-1151 RUG 3 1 2011 

-TY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AUG 1 920111 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 122139/01 

KENNETH H. HELLER, 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff( s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

Defendants. 
I 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 Avenue, Suite 1100 3 1 2ull 

1 SEGAL * er Budner, McCAMBRIDGE Esq. 

kLED SINGER & MAHONJ3Y, L 

C 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - 

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

NO OPI'OSI1'ION SUMMARY 
JUDGMKN'I' MOTION ANI) 
OliDER 

Index No.: 122540/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHBW,,FOIZE, defendant FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

disniissing plaintiff's' complaint against defendant IIJ1,'I'ON HOILER WORKS with prejudicu, 

and t11cr.c being no opposition thercto, 

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

defendant FULTON BO11,ER WOIIKS be and the saiiie are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & 1,uxenbtrg 7)2g\ ;( 
700 13roadway 

-Barry M c T i c W &  Moorc 
2 Iicctor Street, 14''' Floor 

New York, N Y  10003 New Yorli, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3000 

F I L E D  
'- AUG 3 1 2011 

(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 2269 10 

JOHN F. WALLACE, JR., 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

AUG 1 92011 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 611 5 ,2011 

" "  

Jennifer . Budner, Esq. \ SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 'RUG 3 \ lo'' 

GO"' NEVJYORK 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

Ty CLERKS o m s  
SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 122701/01 

EUGENE H. HOFF, 

Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 
New York, New York 

F I L E D  
Qq.6. 

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE - 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

AUG 3 1 2011 SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

This Document Relates to: 

RAYMOND JARZYNSKI 

NY 4L 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 122788/01 

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 

S l b  12011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. "\ 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C\' 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

f 

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

Hon. S h T ?  K.F 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

.IbYf+'IIEY L. JARZYNSKI, as Executor for the 
Estate of RAYMOND JARZYNSKI, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

X ---________1"1-_"_- -_- - - - -_" - - l r -1 - -" - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

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

: Index No.: 122788-01 
Plaintiff( 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 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 

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

K&L, GA'I'1-S L1,P 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

.. (212) 536-3900 

9201, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

THOMAS PASCOE, 

Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 122792/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 8\15 ,2011 

?-, 

Jenni r L. Budner, Esq. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 F I L E D  850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
% I  

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2011 

C n  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

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 NoCQ- 
95/119121 
92/11319 

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: Br 

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

GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 n 

SO ORDERED, 



P I ai 11 ti l'f( s) , 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSI?'ION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 1  1230/01 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, dcfeiidant FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS hereby requests surnrnary 

judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

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

and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney lor Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 7 

BOIL,ER WORKS 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SO OI<DEIIED, 
7 

- AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S oFFIcE 
NEW YORl( 

~~~ 1 6  2011 



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

Index No.: 123299/01 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FLOYD C. RICHARDSON, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

New York, Nk 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 

n New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

1100 F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " l _ _ _ _ _ " " _ _ _ _ - - - - l - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1234 1 Y O  1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

x ___"__-__ -" l___________ I________________-  

This Document Relates To: 

Alvin J. Schade NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
74- L.a-w1./ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

SO ORDERED, 

4637628.1 



ALVIN J. SCHADE (Deceased), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___-____________________________________----------------"------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 
I 

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

Attorneys for Defen 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 571h Floor 
NewYork,NewYork10005 AUG 3 1 2011 

F q L E D  700 Broadway h2lELER-DORR-OLIVER B 

(212) 661-1 151 
COUNTY CLERKS  OFF^ 

NEW YORK 



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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 

700 Broadway 
& CARPENTER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor Q 

GL@qKs OFFICE 

,NewYork 1(f& \ L E 
SO ORDERED: 3 '"' 
AUG 16 2011 c0UNflNEW YORK 

1 599 1 34- 1 



From: FAXmaker To: John Burbridge Page: 314 Date: 4/29/2011 4:11:55 PM 
t, 

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 

X ---------------------------------------- 

YAMES J. COUGHLIN, 

P l a i n t i f f  ( s ) ,  
- a g a i n s t -  

NATTONAT, GRTD GENERATION T , T L  d /b / a  
NATIONAL GRID, et &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5. ) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

G R I D  ("NATIONAL G R I D " ) ,  sued h e r e i n  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 Kules S 3212, 

dismissing p l a i n t i f f ' s  complaint against defendant  NATIONAL GRID with 

pre jud ice ,  and there b e i n g  no o p p o s i t i o n  there to ,  

ORDERED, that upon n o t i c e  to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant  NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

h f r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and w i t h o u t  c o s t s .  

rney f o r  Defendant 
1ONF.L G R I D  GENERATION LLC @Y 1 '7 Montague Street 

1 3 r o o k l y n ,  N Y  11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

UF 7Z&& 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. / 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New Y o r k ,  NY 1 0 0 0 3  
( 2 1 2 )  558-5500 

__ 
SO ORDERED,  

AUG 3 I Poll 

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

http://www.gfi.com


VITO CANNIZZARO, as Administrator for the 
Estate of VINCENT CANNIZZARO, 

Index No.: 123909-01 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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 

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

prejudice and without costs. FILED 
3 1 2N’ 

HEW m R K  
f i  Q w S o -  

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

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

SO ORDERED, 



Plaint i fT( s) , 

- against .. 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Iiidex No.: 120390/01 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULl'ON BOILER WORKS hereby rei1 iests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

dcfendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the saine are hereby disinisscd with prejudice and 

without costs. 

BOILER WORKS 

2 Rector Street, 14t" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 -3600 

SO ORDERED, 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WILLIAM 5. SMITH, 

- against - 

WEE-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff( s), 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 124120/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: % ! I  s ,2011 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 1 Jennifer L, Budner, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
10022 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, 

A ~ G  3 1 2011 

92011 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSI'I'ION SUMMARY 
,JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
OlWElI 

Index No.: 120433/01 fiGJ 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests suinmary 

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

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

and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

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

dcfendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

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

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

SO OTCDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



MICHAEL J. AMATO and THERESA AMATO, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against- 

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

Index No. :@&a 
01/120430 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID"), sued h e r e i n  as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

d3i:m;iss ing p l a i n t i f f 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 

cro:js claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

h e r e b y  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 



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

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
_ _ - _ " r - _ l _ _ _ c _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ - I - - - - - _ - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - -  X 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1204 /01 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X _l-__-___l__l_______r_____l__l_l_____r__- 

f-pi%2J This Document Relates To: 

Michael J. Amato 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

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

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WESON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICWR LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

335 .OOOO 1 \ rFrg 
AUG 3 1 201' 

SO ORDERED, 

4367576.1 



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

MICHAEL J. AMATO and THERESA AMATO, 

Plaintiff ( S I ,  
-against - 

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

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 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: Br 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t i f  

New York, NY 10003 
NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700  Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2011 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

In RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES CARUSO and LUCILLE CARUSO 

Plaint@ 
- against - 

A.C and S., INC., (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING 
AND SUPPLY), ET AL., - 

Defendam 

New York Asbestos 
Litigation (NYCAL) 

Index No. 10046 1-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT AIYD-QRDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of 

name change only known as Navistar, Inc.) (((Navistar)') hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

titled case, pursuant to CPLR $3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, Navistar, along 

with all cross-claims against it, with prejudice, there being no opposition hereto, it is hereby 

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

International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of name change only known as Navistar, 

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

Dated: 7 3  1 11 n 
Weitz & LU- P.C. f I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yo&, NY 10003 

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC 

Elizabeth A. Weill, Esquire 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
International Truck m.c! Enghe Corporaticn, 
(now by operation of name change only 
known as Navistar, Inc.) 
50 S. 16" Street, 22"d Floor 
Two Liberty Place 
Philadelphia, PA 19 102 

F I L E  
AUG 3 f 2011 

W ~ N N  CLERK'S OFFICE 
Date: NEW YORK 



DAVID L. LYNCH (Deceased), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

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

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-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. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57'h Flo 
NewYork,NewYork@51 L E D 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(2 12)558-5500 

(212) 661-1 151 

AU(3 3 1 2011 SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff( s), 

I against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
,JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WT IElIEFORE, defendant ITJL‘I’ON HOILER WORKS hereby requcsts summary 

judgment in the nbovc-cntitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practicc Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintifrs’ complaint against defendant FUL‘TON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no  opposition thereto, 

ORDERGD, that upon noticc to all co-def‘endants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant E’UL1’0N BOILER WORKS be and the samc are hereby dismissed with prejudicc and 

without costs. 
n 

Attorney for Plaiiiliffs I K S  

700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 New York, New York 10006 

4 

: F I L E D  (212) 5.58-550 (2 12) 3 13-3600 

SO OKLIERED, ’ AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK‘S m ~ j e  
NEW Y W K  

1 6 2011 



PlaintifT(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
0 KI) E 13 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREIORE, dcfcndant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgnient in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 1,aw and Kules Section 3212, 

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

and thcrc being no opposition tlicreto, 

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

dcfcndant HILTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismisscd with prejudice and 

wit ho LI t costs . 

Frank Ortit,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & L,uxenbcrg 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York. NY 10003 

W 
Barry Mc'l'iernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14"' Floor 
New York. New York 10006 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-. .-- 

JAMES C. KLEIN, 

Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants I 

Index No.: 100821/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: b l l 5  ,2011 

G / 8 L  
JennifeYL. Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER&MAHONEY,.LTD.F 1 L E D 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain AUG 3 1 ~~~1 

couNn CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



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

Index No: 100821/02 

James C. Klein 

, -  

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
(7,L--zAL/ 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4637843.1 



LAWRENCE W * RYAN (dec . , 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

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

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

Index p r d - O Z / l O l O d  
31/120432 

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 

Defendant 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. hw\y 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street New York, NY 1 

700 Broadway 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  kuG 3 \ &'' 
SO ORDERED, 



FRANK C. PERRY and EMILIE B. PERRY, 

Plaintiff ( S I ,  
-against- 

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

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

Index No.62/101& 
01/120432 

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: B 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for 

New York, NY 1 
ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

, ~ o u ~ J T I '  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME CO JRT OF THE STATE OF JEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 101245/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

KENNETH F. BAILEY, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: %It5 ,2011 
New York, New York 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
4 c  
3 - r ,  L a  

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 1 .  

Avenue, Suite l i ,OO 1 p \ y *  jLUZl (212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERK'S W m  
NEW Y m  SO ORDERED, 

AUG192011 



WHEEFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintif'fs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FUL,TON BOILER WORKS be and the s m c  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

OILER WORKS 
Barry McTieman & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14L" Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, Ncw York 10006 
(212) 558-550 

SO O R D E E D ,  



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ______""___-______l-_l l________l_r_l__l_- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10 1247/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

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

This Document Relates To: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO OR DERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File 0. 53 5.0 f P L E D  

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

A W  92011 
4637628. I 



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

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

j Index No,: 10 1247/02 

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LINDA MARIE NICHOLAS7 INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN NICHOLAS, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

* 

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

m ~ y  .CLERK'S OFFICE 
MEW YORK 

, A -  . , , * "  (N0072358-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

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

I 

LINDA MARIE NICHOLAS, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
JOHN NICHOLAS, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 10 1247/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

U 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

I) Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

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

AUC 3 
"'' 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-251 12 

(N0072355-I) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 101247/02 

LINDA MARIE NICHOLAS, INDIVIDUALLY ! 
AND AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF i 
JOHN NICHOLAS, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary I 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

7 2011 

( /Attorney f ,{  Defendant 
Courter dbompany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of John Nicholas 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

W 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-18782 

(N0072236-1] 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
JOHN F. NICHOLAS I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fk/a BMt, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Adience fMa BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 

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

costs. / 

Frank Orhz, Esq. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

FileNo.: 473.86850 

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

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 
F I L E D  

AUG 3 1 2011 



c 

L 

HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
30UKA3, LLP 
4TTORNEYG AT LAW 

qORTH JERSEY 
10 PATERSON ST 
20 BOX 480 
EVVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

3OUTH JERSEY 
‘01 WTSEY’S MILL RD 
U T E  202 
IAMMONTON, NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NANCIE J. ROHMANN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALEX T. MILLER, and NANCIE J. ROHMANN, as 
Executrix for the Estate of GLADYS M. MILLER, 

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

INDEX NO,: 02-101286 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

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

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

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

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

IATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
7 I I g/ I 

r -  I 

IONICA R. KOST~ZEWA, ESQ. 
OAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ttorneys for Defendant, 
ohler Co. 
3 Paterson Street I PO Box 480 
ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

- FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. r “9 

WEITZ &I LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Nancie J. Rohmann, as Executrix for the 
Estate of Alex T. Miller, and Nancie J. 
Rohmann, as Executrix f 
Gladys M. Miller 
700 Broadway L 
New York. NY 

AUG I6 20111 3 ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVI 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

ALEX T. MILLER 

3RK 

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

Index No: 101 286/02 

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 

53 I I b I 201 1 

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

AUG 3 3 2011 SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIR 

NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106677783.1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN. DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWElRUNWMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VVILTSEY'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: 

NANCIE J. ROHMANN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALEX T. MILLER, and NANCIE J. ROHMANN, as 
Executrix for the Estate of GLADYS M. MILLER, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-101286 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
7pgm 

VIONICA R. KOST~ZEWA, ESQ. 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Zttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohle r Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

- 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Nancie J. Rohmann, as Executrix for the 
Estate of Alex T. Miller, and Nancie J. 
Rohmann, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Gladys M. Miller 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 ~ I 



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

Plaintiff (9) , 

-against - 

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

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

Index No. /wz> 
98/117487 
98/111032 
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 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 
tague Street: 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 



ROCCO MATER0 (Deceased), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
"against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT ~ .- 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X __"_____rr_-______--__________r_l_______------------------------~----- 

WHEREFORZ3, 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-DOFCR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1151 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

F I L E D  New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

AUG 3 1 2011 

SO ORDERED: COUNN CLERK'S 0- 
NEW YORK 



JOHN M, ROSH (Deceased), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

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

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________1_"1_1__1_"1_1-11--""--------------------------------------------- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

New York, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1151 a ' AUG 3 1 Zo1' 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5SOO 40 WallStreetY57'Floor 1 L E D 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ _ _ _ " " _ " _ l - r - _ _ - - l l I - - - I - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ - _ _ - - " - -  

NYCAL 

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

John M. Rosh NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
7 n d d L c J Y )  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 
I- 

Hon. Sherry K, Heitler 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
1 SO East 42"' Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File 

4637628.1 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 102508/02 

FELIX OJEDA, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 751 15 ,2011 
New York, New York 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & IkKflONEY, LTD. Attorney for the Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(2 12) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 Id0 i- A% 3 '01' 

AUG 1 92011 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 102509/02 

JAMES PRINGLE, 

- against - 

Plaintiff(s), 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

I 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN 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 Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: % I / >  ,2011 

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

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 11 
New York, NY 10022 

/- 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 92011 



EUGENE D. STEINHAUER, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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

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

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 03.028. I I 
=7%&- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintin 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 1052 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIER BOILER 

(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, 

(212) 661-1151 



536.10337/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorable S,,erry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

EUGENE D. STEINHAUER, 
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

: (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

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

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
- . ~ .  - . -_. .-. 

7&7z+ 
FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.,/  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor, Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, 

SO ORDERED, 

AilIj i cj 2011 



Eugene D. Sceinhauer I , d e x e  
122 138/0 1 

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

judgment in the above-entitled cases, 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, 

Dared: New York, New York 
F\T 2011 

F I L E D , ' . ,  
AUG 3 1 2011 ' 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

b 

Hklen Antoniou McGowag Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney 6r Carpenter LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A,O. Smith Water Products Co. 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

W IiEREFORL~, defendant FUL,TON BOI1,EII WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

OKDEIIEL), 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,t'sq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs torneys f 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Barry Mc'Ticrmn 8r. Moorc 
2 Rector Street, 14''' Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New Yark 10006 
(212) 313-3600 - (212) 558-550  

SO OIIDERED, & 
AUG 1 6  2011 



HOAQLAND, LONG0 

DWKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX AB0 
NEWBRUNWK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

MORAN, DUNST a 

40 PATERSON Sr 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD P. HESLIN, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., I 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-102915 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

lefendant, Kohler Go., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

IATED: New Brunswick, , E 
7laq I \  4 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLp 
UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ttorneys for Defendant, 
ohler Co. 
3 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Richard P. Heslin 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

0 ORDERED: 



HOAQLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT L A W  

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 2U2 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD P. HESLIN, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-1 0291 5 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
7(aq I I  

\ PHAN ALVARADO, ESQ. 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Go. 700 Broadway 
I O  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

50 ORDERED: 1 ti 2011r 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Richard P. Heslin 

New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 102946/02 

JAMES J. CARR, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiff(s), MOTION 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: d 6 ,2011' 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 1 Jennifer L. Budner, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, N Y  10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



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

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

(Honorable +.erry Klein Heitler) 

/26i*. 
This document relates to: 

CHARLES PELLEGRINO, 20396/01 
: Index No.: 

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

VS . 

UNITED CONVEYOR C0RPT)RATTON. : NO QPPQSITXTQN 
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, a11 claims and 

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

same are hereby dismissed with 

East Hanov'er, 'hew Jersey 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ/ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

prejudice and withou 

GARRITY , %IRAHAM, MURPHY , GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

, P.O. Box 4 3 8  
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



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

Index No.: 103443/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RALPH VINCENT, 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff(s), 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party, 

Dated: <all5 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 itel100 \ t E 

SO ORDERED, G0UNflN\N \CORK 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

~ u G  3 20'' 

GLEBKs OFF\= 



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

Index No.: 103751/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROSCOE E. ROWELL, JR., 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Plaintiff(s), 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: g! / 5 ,2011 

Jennifer . Budner, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

QqIj"i3 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 

10022 
C ~ U N N  CLERKS QF%E 

NEW YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 92Ol1 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ " " - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I " " 

Roscoe E. Rowell, Jr. 

WHEREFORE, defendant A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgnrent in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

Dated: New York, New York 
'7 a - b y  

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

Index No: 103751/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND I 
ORDER I 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

4637628.1 

C 



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

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 103869/02 

PHILLIP A. RETAN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: 9 JlS ,2011 
New Ybrk, New York 

Jenni L. Budner, sq. 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

10022 

SO ORDERED, 



- against - Index No.: 4066/02 120392/01 0 
WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FUL,TON BOILER WOIiKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 141h Floor 

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

SOORDERED, 

16  z(J111 

1 



536.10452/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

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

(Honorab e Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

WILLIAM R. PROCTOR, Deceased, 
: Index No.: 

Plaintiff, 

vs * 

tJN1 TEn COKVEYQR COR PGPATI ON 
et al., 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPROSITIQN 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

DATED: Di$hd . - . - /  
East Hano er, ew Jersey 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, E S M  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GAROFALO 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c c  I c c c c c c c c  c C ~ c C c c c ~ c c c c c c c ~ I c c c c  c c c c c c c c c c  cccccc  cccccc  

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

judgment in the above-entitled cases, 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. 

Dared: New York, New York 
7 201 1 

H e l h  Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A.O. Smith Water Products Co. 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D  4 

+ AUG 3 1 2011 

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

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



JOSEPH M. KETELS (Deceased), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIWR 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. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.' 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway hY3ELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

(212) 661-1151 



* 

HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

N W R R U N W C K ,  NJ 

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

PO BOX 480 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VIVIAN KETELS, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH M. KETELS, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

. . 

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

INDEX NO.: 02-104166 

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 

dOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
Vivian Ketels, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of Joseph M. Ketels 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100 3 E 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X 1 _ I _ I _ _ c - - - _ _ - - _ - - _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - I I - - - - . - -  

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

Index No: 104 166/02 

Joseph M. Ketds 

.. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

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

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

Dated: New York, New York 
7Wd-q 

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

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

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

L E D  SO ORDERED, 

4637840.1 



Plaintiff( s), : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER -against- 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 A. C. & S., INC.,et& 

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 plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

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

thereto, it is hereby: 

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

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 7 F  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

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

+----"- 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York COUNN CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

J 

SO ORDERED: 

S$.IERRY K t E t N  HEtTIER 



P 1 ai 1-1 t i  ff-Is), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
.JUDGMENT MOTION AN11 
OIIDEK 

Index ,fiF$ 120399/0 ! 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defcndant FUI,?'ON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and tlierc being no opposition thereto, 

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

defendant FIJL'I'ON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with, prcjudicc and 

without costs. 

Frank Ort-iz,Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Wcitz & I.,uxenbcrg 
700 Broadway I 7 Barry McTiernan & Moore 

2 Rector Strcct, 14t" Floor 
I 

Ncw York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10006 
(212) 558-550  (212) 313-3600 

/ 

SO ORDERED, --- F I L E D  
Hon. She 

AUG 3 1 2QlE 

NEW YOm 
1 €I 20114 COUNTY CLERKS 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

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

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
T.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

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

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

and thcrc bcing no opposition thereto, 

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

dcfcndant FLJLTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre-judicc and 

without costs. 

u o r n e y s  for F~JL$CJP~ BOILER WORKS 
Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 
New York, New York 10006 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

%Tv Sa a Malikzny, Es . 

(212) 558-550 (212) 313-3600 

'> 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 3 1 ?OH . ' 
SO ORDERED, F I L E D  ; \  * '  

1 6  2011 CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW W R K  



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

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

SO ORDERED, 

I630756 

AUG 1 92011 



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

-~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

TRAVIS M. YOUNGER, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry K l e i n  Heitler) 

Index No. : 

1 0 7 6 2 4 / 0 6  

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 4 3 8  

er, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



TRAVIS M. YOUNGER (Dec.), 

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

0762412006, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DQRR- 

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

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

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

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

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

and without costs. 

York 0 8-02. ( [ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

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

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite SO1 F ';1 L E 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS O F F u  
NEW YORK 



HOQQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NFNBRUNSWCtl, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL AD 
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: 

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.: 02-105172 

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

DATED: 

'7 

IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: - 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. T-y "., 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Miriam Hahn, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of Gerald D. Hahn 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 - 

NTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

92011 
1111llllllll1lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll 

BV-SCOTCH-15 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIAN BROWN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF LOREN J. BROWN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 105590/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

I L E D  ,201 1 

FFICE 

Estate of Loren J .  Brown 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 

Uurter & CoGany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 1122-1992s 

(N0080939-I) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~- 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIAN BROWN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF LOREN J. BROWN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 105590-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New New,:;;: 
F I L E D  

AUG 3 1 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 

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

2082-10045 

{ N0080939-1) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIAN BROWN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF LOREN J, BROWN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 105590/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
r / / q  ,2011. . F I L E D  

I 

WEIT% & LUXENBERG, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

454-5306 

(N0080939-I) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARIAN BROWN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF LOREN J, BROWN, 

i L A 3  Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index No.: 105590/02 
! 
j 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
9/4 ,2011 

F I L E D  

FFlCE 

u 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Loren J. Brown 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i Index No.: 105590/02 
i 
i 

MARIAN BROWN, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
PROPOSED EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF LOREN J. BROWN, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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 
8/10 ,2011 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Loren J. Brown 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

1235-1 9402 

(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.) 

i Index No.: 105592/02 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER CZERMINSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LILLIAN S. CZERMINSKI, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q 3  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lillian S .  Czerminski 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERE, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTtER 11 

(N0080939-11 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER CZERMINSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LILLIAN S. CZERMINSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 105592/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
,2011 

P I L E D  
AS 3 1 2011 

Amy w e r m a n ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, lnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Lillian S. Czerrninski 

ew York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTtER 
(N0080939- I } 

2082-10046 



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

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

i Index No.: 105592/02 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER CZERMINSKT, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LILLIAN S. CZERMINSKI, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York q+ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump CO.  

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Estate i f  Lillian S. Czerminski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York IO0 
(212) 558-5500 I AUG 1 9  2011 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 454-5368 

(N0080939-I 1 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105592/02 

j 
CHESTER CZERMINSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LILLIAN S. CZERMINSKI, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
8710 ,2011 

I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 

(212) 509-3456 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 2383-25487 



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

j LA.$, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105592/02 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHESTER CZERMINSKI, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
LILLIAN S. CZERMINSKI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
q4 ,2011 

~ ~ 4 - ~ ~  
Michele J. Mittl&nan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tread we1 I Corporation 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Lillian S. Czerminski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York New York 10 - - 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235161 7 

(N0080939-1) s~~~~~ m r N  HEITLER 
--*. * -.*I . -. 

x----mm.* 

. .  



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105623/02 

ALICE B. GOEBEL, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS ! 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWARD j 
C. GOEBEL, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing 

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York K / 5  ,2011 

I F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward C. Goebel 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1000 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122- SHERRY KLEIN H E I W R  
{ N008O939-1} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105623/02 

ALICE B. GOEBEL, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS ! 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWARD i 
C. GOEBEL, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITJON 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
,2011 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward C. Goebel 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

454-5445 

(N0080939-1) 

\ 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105623/02 

ALICE B. GOEBEL, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWARD j 
C. GOEBEL, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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, Tishrnan Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
AUG 3 1 2o11 8;pI ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, 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 Edward C. Goebel 
WEI’TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

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

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
(N0042173-1) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 10 

ALICE B. GOEBEL, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS j 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWARD j 
C. GOEBEL,, 

'0 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

I 
I WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

7 2011 

Michele J. Mittiernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 3 2) 509-3456 1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward C. Goebel 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

__"_ 

SO ORDERED, 
!&in Heitler I AUG 1 9  2011 

SHERRY KLEIN I4EITLER T 3  1235-7 --- 
(N0080939-1) 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT E. KERNS AND THELMA KERNS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index No.: 10571 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert E. Kerns apd Thelma Kerns Courter & Company, Inc. 

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

WEITZ & LUXENB 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shehy Kleix Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN NEITLER 

{ N0080939-1} 

COUNTY CLERKS 0- 
NEW YORK 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10571 1/02 
! ROBERT E. KERNS AND THELMA KERNS, 

Plaintiffs, 

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

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York New York g p '  ,2011 

Kerryann 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert E. Kerns and Thelma Kerns 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 n / f /-33nn 

SO ORDERED, E---- 
.EtN HEITLER 

Hon. S h e m e i n  a i t l e r  

SHERRY KL 454-5507 

(N0080939-1) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 10571 1/02 
! ROBERT E. KERNS AND THELMA KERNS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. I 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York p ,2011 

/ 7 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. ” 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert E. Kerns and Thelma Kerns 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Hon. Sherry lein Heitler D 2383-:5415 F I L E D 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEfN HEITLER 

{ NO0421 73-1 } AUE 3 1 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW YORK 

.a; 



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

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

j Index No.: 10571 1/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT E. KERNS AND THELMA KERNS, 
Plaintiffs, 

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

Defendants. i 

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York %p ,2011 

Michele J. Mittfernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Robert E. Kerns and Thelma Kerns 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 100 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235- SHERRY KLEIN HElfLER 

(N0080939-1} 

CQUI\ITY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



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

Index No.: 105712/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CARL J. MANGONA, JR., 

Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLdn with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

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

to either party. 

Dated: %'\ \\  , 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, SEGAL McCAMBlUDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

F t L E D  850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 
New York, NY 10022 

AUG 3 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S - 
NEW YORK 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES 0. HUGHES AND EVANGELINE 
HUGHES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC7 et al., 
Defendants. 

Index No.: 105715/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 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. 

I ., 

A omeyforD f dant 
g u r t e r  Contpty,  Inc. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James 0. Hughes and Evangeline Hughes - 

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. - 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES 0. HUGHES AND EVANGELINE 
HUGHES, 

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

j Index No.: 1057 15/02 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

~ 

I 

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York BJI ,2011 AUG 3 I 2011 
I 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James 0. Hughes and Evangeline Hughes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1) 



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

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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES 0. HUGHES AND EVANGELINE 
HUGHES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

Index No.: 1057 15/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
812 ,2011 

F I L E D  
M G  3 1 2011 

FFtCE 

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

James 0. Hughes and Evangeline H 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(213558-5500 

Hon. She k i n  Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
WA- 

N (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0042173-1) 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES 0. HUGHES AND EVANGELINE 
HUGHES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 105715/02 

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

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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 Yo k New York 
Bf;: ,2011 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James 0. Hughes and Evangeline Hughes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kl& Heitler 

SHERRY KEIN H€lTL€R 1235-4306 

(NOOX0939-1) 



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

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

j Index No.: 105717/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN M. YEDINAK AND JEANETTE 
YEDINAK, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

,201 1 

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

~ttorney fof Plaintiffs 
John M. Yedinak and Jeanette Yedi 
WEITX & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

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

IO%! AUF 3 1 SO ORDERED, 

ERRK‘S OF- 
1235-12339 c;c)\)c’~’~ i’L 

YORK 

{ N0080939-1} 



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

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

i Index No.: 1057 17/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN M. YEDINAK AND JEANETTE 
YEDINAK, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
&, 2011 

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

John M. Yedinak and Jeanette Yedinak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 F I L E D  

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

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25547AU 

(NO0421 73-1 ) 

AUG 1 9 2011 



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

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

i Index No.: 105717/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN M. YEDINAK AND JEANETTE 
YEDINAK, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York ./; 2011 

Kerryann Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John M. Yedinak and Jeanette Yedina 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

454-6072AU 

{N0080939-1} AUG 1 920111 



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

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN M. YEDINAK AND JEANETTE 
YEDINAK, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10571 7/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
416 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John M. Yedinak and Jeanette Yedina 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I L E D  (212) 509-3456 

AUG 3 1 Zo1' SO ORDERED, 
+,y CLERK'S OFFICE 

pbEW YORK c m  
1122-12867 

{ N0080939- I } AUG 1 92011 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexN 

KEITH R. JAKWAY, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE i 
ESTATE OF JOHN H. JAKWAY, AND JUNE j 
JAKWAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

1 10297/02 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
,201 1 

I 

+ 
Carol M. Tempesta, E S T  
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

e -  

I -  1 (2 12) 509-3456 \A' ~ ~ 5 5 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 
L" 

Hon. Sherry Kleiz Heitler 

(NOW2173-1) 



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

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

i Index*=& 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEITH R. JAKWAY, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN H. JAKWAY, AND JUNE 
JAKWAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

10297/02 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

~ 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 ir+k, New York 
,2011 

Michele J .  Mittle‘man, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John H. Jakway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

-&- A 
L E D 

AUG 3 1 2011 

OFFICE New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0080939-1} 



7104-332(11) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

NYCAL 
DOLORES REINA, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of JOHN REINA, 

I ; INDEX NO: 105559/02 

Plaintvfs I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- 

A.C. and S., Inc., et als. 
; NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
I 
I Defendants ORDER 

J ~ ._ *-- 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor in 

interest to Carlisle Corporation (“Motion Control”), hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint 

against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

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

Motion Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs. 

i 
-. .._ 

I 

Dated: N w York, New York 
L-da-ao\r . n n  

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
350 Fifth Avenue, 59’ F 00 
New York,NY 1F \ 
Attorneys for DefendantbuG 3 1 
Motion Control Industries, RKS OFF\& 
Inc . 

2 12-558-5500 2 12-268-5 136 

G0UH -8 NEN ““Euor\K 

SO ORDERED: 

1789007-1 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, j 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

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

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 20’11 

h 

Dated: New York, New York ;I+ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Darrel C. Covert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

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

1122-0092 

(N0080939-1) 
SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX i 1 12258/02 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C, COVERT, j 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, j 

&G& 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai., 
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. I . F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Dawel C. Covert 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

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

SO ORDERED, 

1122-13689 SHERRY KtEfN HEIPLER 
{ N0080939-1} 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
& I  ,2011 

. F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2015 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Darrel C. Covert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, Nkw York 10003 
(21 2) 509-3456 (31 ?)-55&5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherby Klein Heitler 

AUG 1 9  2021 

2082-1 0053 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
{N0080939-1} 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

112271/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 .Sp.r? New York 
,201 1 

k o r n e y  for gfendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

R F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

New York, New York 10 
700 Broadway AUE 1 9  2011 

1122-13690 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1] 



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n i Index v 0 5 7 1 8 / 0 2  
JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR / 1 d 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 
w . 6,. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Amy S c v a n ,  Esq. 
Attorney or Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

Estate of David Lamob 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

(N0080939-l } SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index N &2 
1 1227 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New Yprk, New York 
, 2011 x 

K e n y a n w s q .  
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

F I L E D  
2011 

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

Estate of David Lamob 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

w York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
454601 9R 

{ NOOSO939- 1 ) 

SHERRY KLEIN WEITLER 



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

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

j Index No 571 8/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR ! 7 1 /02 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX \ 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

F 
\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 1 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. F:\LEQ 
Dated: New Yo& New York 

I Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David Lamob 

AUG 1 9  2011 MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

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

\ 
2383-25542R 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO0421 73-1 } SHERRY KLEIN HEiTLER 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

/--Y 
Index N(& 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

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

costs. F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 Dated: New Yo k, New York Rfs ,2011 

CLERK’S OFFlCE 

‘3, Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David Lamob 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 1235-13125 

{ N0080939-1} ~~~~~~ iw3N HEITLER 



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

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

! Index ye 
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, j 

P 1 ai nt i ffs , j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
[7F  ,2011 

h 

C 

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 Darrel C. Covert 
WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO042 173-1 } 

2383-25542H 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

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

Index N/& 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

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

being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Yark. New York F I L E D  
I 

7 2011 

w I 4a4-W .c 

Michele J. Mktlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Dawel C. Covert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-13124 

(N0080939-1} 



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEITH R, JAKWAY, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN H. JAKWAY, AND JUNE 
JAKWAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

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

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J*) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
VI6 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John H. Jakway 

M c G i v ~ ~ v  & KLUGER, P.C. . WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HElfLER 
{ N00&0939-1} 



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

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

i Index<- THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEITH R. JAKWAY, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE j 1 10297/02 
ESTATE OF JOHN H. JAKWAY, AND JUNE j 
JAKWAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
"against- j 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 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York y p  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John H.  Jakway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1000 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-6 
~~~~~~ KLEIN HElfLER 

(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 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) I IndexN- 

j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX : 112258/02 
FOR THE ESTATE OF D A m L  C. COVERT, 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

no opposition thereto, 

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

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

costs. i -  F I L E D  
Dated: New York. New York 

c 

' " .  AUG 3 1 2011 

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

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Darrel C. Cove 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HE\TL€R 454-6019H 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_- 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN MCDONALD and SUSAN MCDONALD, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 105789-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

1. 
WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

’ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

T U N E  US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., f/Wa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 
/ 

SO ORDERED, / 
Manasquan, Nqw Jersey 08736 fl@&,..u+. (732) 528-8888 I* 

L E D  ;3 
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 REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH LAVIERO AND NANCY LAVIERO, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 105870/02 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

I 
I 

Kerrya h Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 1 .  New York, New 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Joseph Laviero and Nancy Laviero 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

{N0080939-1} 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105870/02 
! 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH LAVIERO AND NANCY LAVIERO, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph Laviero and Nancy Laviero 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

2”” (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHLI 

(NO0421 73-1 } 

2383- 

AUG 3 1 281’1 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFtCE 
NEW YORK 

” .r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i NYCAL 
j I.A.S. ,Part 30 

(Heitler, 9.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j Index No.: 105870/02 
j JOSEPH LAVIERO AND NANCY LAVIERO, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

compIaint 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 Y rk, New York 
,201 1 

---q- 
w * '* .MI." -'s 

,,,''\ 

4 
~ ~ 4 - ~  ". \ 

F I L  E ID Michele J. Mideman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph Laviero and Nancy Laviero 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

AUG 3 1 2011 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-71 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK J. COSTELLO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 105874/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., TNC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$12 ,2011 F I L E D  

(-Attorney for pfendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank J. Costello 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-61 

(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.) 

j Index No.: 105874/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK J. COSTELLO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A. C, & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

I complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being I 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co,,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York rV8 ,2011 

Kerryak&&;+f!sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

i 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank J .  Costello 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105874/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK J .  COSTELLO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
,2011 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank J. Costello 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

(NO0421 73-1 } 

2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK J, COSTELLO, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105874/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q I ,2011 

Michele J. Mittlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank J .  Costello 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

" I  New York, New York 1000 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 1235-5 

(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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i MOTION AND ORDER 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York tp ,2011 

Michele J. Mitheman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, I 

1 1  

AUG 1 9  2011 
Hon. Shemh-€?lein%eitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD CARRIERO AND ROSEMARIE 
CARRIERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

1122-5360 

{N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: - 
i Indexv- 

DONALD CARRIERO AND ROSEMARIE 689/02 
CAFWERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo 5 New York 
j?/* ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

AUG 3 1 2011 

LERK'S OFFICE 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 528y5500 

SO ORDERED, 

454-5229 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler. 1.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
\ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: L.lm 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 
Plaintiffs, 1 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q ' j  ,2011 

,I t F l L  
I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Conklin 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1 J 22-538 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11603 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et al., 
Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

j NO OPPOSITION 
; SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against I 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Conklin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 k, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 A SRESTOS LITIGATION - - - - . . 

i (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
! NO OPPOSITION 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
SIb , 201 1 

AttOrrk~~fdr Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J.  Conklin 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York I0004 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLElN HEjttER 2082-1005 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, 1.) 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
\ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q,, ,2011 F I L E  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Conklin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-52290 SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

{N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD CARRIERO AND ROSEMARIE 
CARRIERO, 

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 C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating 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 New York fib ,2011 

Donald Carrier0 and Rosemarie Carri 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

RLED Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

kUC; 3 1 2011 
212) 558-5500 

!iZ?!Iu 
(212) 509-3456 

eit 
SO ORDERED, 4 

Hon. Sherryxmn H 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 2383-2s 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD CARRIERO AND ROSEMARIE 
CARRIERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & $., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
1.A.S Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Ej 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

I 

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 

w-ithout costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
y!$ ,2011 

I 
ih 

--.”& WII 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 

AUG 3 1 2Q” Treadwkl I Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

DonaldCarriero and Rosemarie Carriero 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York,NewYork l b O O ~ ~ p g P ~ @ l  

(212) 509-3456 

I 
SO ORDERED, 

(212 558-5500 e 
SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 123 

{ N0080939-I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FTOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

without costs. 

,201 1 

ennifer A. Fushetto, E 

defendant, Coui-ter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony J. Fiocco 

MCGIVNEY & KLuGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., N C . ,  et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

/----? 
Index N o 4 0 5  876/02 d 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
r/,o ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony J. Fiocco 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Y ork, New Y ork 10004 ’- A ~ G  3 1 700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ! 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1097 1 0102 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
I 

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 

d i out 

' . +  ' AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S QFFMX 
NEW YORK 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

costs. 
+ F r L E D  

Attornev for Defendant . .. . .  

Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Estate of Anthony J .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1} 

Hon. ShYerrv Klein Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 454-5229AB 



SUPIEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) I Index(& 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE I 

ESTATE OF ANTHONY J, FIOCCO, 

P 1 aint i ffs , 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S , ,  INC., etal., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

I judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. ’/ t F I L E D  
II- 

, c  
1 -- AUG 3 1 2011 Dated: New Y rk, New York 

?- 

COUNP( CLERK‘S OFFICE p ,2011 

w w  
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony J.  Fiocco 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 23 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 
1 097 1 0/02 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q 4  ,2011 

Michele J. Mittlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Anthony J. Fiocco 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElfLER 
{ N0080939-l } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105989/02 

IRIS SCHNEIDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX FOR \ 
THE ESTATE OF LARRY SCHNEIDER AND j 
IRIS SCHNEIDER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE7 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. 

Carol M. Tecmpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGlVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Larry Schneider 
WEITZ & LUXENSERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-2541 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1059&9/02 

j 

j NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

IRIS SCHNEIDER, AS ADMNISTRATRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF LARRY SCHNEIDER AND 
IRIS SCHNEIDER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Trendwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Larry Schneider 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

‘L 3 \ 2”’ (2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-17647 

(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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105990/02 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RITA C. HASKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD 
HASKINS, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q l b  ,2011 

P'I L E D 
A% 3 1 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Haskins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

ShERRY KLEIN I-Wt i*kR 
(N0080939-I 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105990/02 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RITA C. HASKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD 
HASKINS, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., mC,, et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
g / g '  ,2011 

F I L E D  

Amy w e m a ; ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Haskins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 , New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElfCER 
{N0080939-1} 

208 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 105990/02 
! 
i 

RITA C. HASKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD 
HASKINS, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
)?/I ,2011 

P I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Haskins 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558i5500 

SO ORDERED, 
-.- 

SHERRY KLEIN IiEITLER 454-5465 

{ N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RITA C. HASKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD 
HASKINS, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105990/02 
i 
j 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
8//7 ,2011 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

- 
01 M. Tempesta, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Haskins 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

2383-254 IO SHERRY KLEIN HElTE8 
(N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RITA C. HASKINS, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF DONALD 
HASKIN S, 

j J.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105990/02 
! 
j 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Ail\ 

! 
( .  i F I L E D  

" .  AUG 3 1 2011 

I -  ,. 
Michele J .  Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Donald Haskins 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
" _ _ _  ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1235-20 SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
(N0080939-1) 



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S ,  Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WI-EREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Iiules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant I;UI,'TON BOILER WORKS bc and tlie same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenbcrg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Ncw York, New Yorlc 10006 
(212) 558-550 

SO ORDERED, 

BUG 16 2011' 

F I L E D .  
AUG 3 1 2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A C .  & S, Inc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMEN'I' MOTION ANI) 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WlIERBFORE, dcfcndaiit FULlON BOILER WORKS hereby rcquests summary 

judgment in the abovc-entitled casc, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Scctioii 3212, 

dismissing plaiiitilfs' complaint against defendant FUL'I'ON BOILER WORKS with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thcrcto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-delendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

2 Rector Street, 14'" Floor 
Wcitz & Luxenbcrg 
700 Broadway 
NCW York, N? 10003 Ncw York, New York 

(212) 313-3600 

' BUG 3 1 2011 4 SO .- * 
COUNTY CLERKS O F F I C ~  

NEW YORK 

(212) 558-550 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106223/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEACH TERWILLIGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GARY R. TERWILLIGER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant. Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

n 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~ 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

1235-2982 

(N0080939-I ] 

AUG 1 920111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEACH TERWILLIGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GARY R. TERWILLIGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106223/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

; MOTION AND ORDER 

COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
$0 ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Coy.  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gary R. Tenvilliger 
W E ~ Z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

2383-25405 

(NOW2 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEACH TERWILLIGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GARY R. TERWILLIGER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106223-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, hc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ i 
complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York ?h ,2011 

Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gary R. Terwilliger 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  

(212) 509-3456 
AUG 3 I 2011 

C O U ~ n  CLERK‘S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
2082-10066 

{N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

i defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEACH TERWILLIGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR 
THE ESTATE OF GARY R. TERWILLIGER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 106223/02 

I without costs. 

\ 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Dated: New York, New York q4 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gary R. Tenvilliger 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 AUG 3 1 2O1\ 

(212) 558-5500 
COuNn CLERK'S - 

NEW ymfi  

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1) 

AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1.A.S Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106223/02 

BEACH TERWILLIGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR ! 
THE ESTATE OF GARY R. TERWILLIGER, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, 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 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

I I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Gary R. Terwilliger 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 

700 Broadway 
w York, New York 10003 ; 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ N0080939-1} 

454-5742 

AUG 1 920111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106266/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID SPITZ, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
IRVING SPITZ, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

Michele J. Mittlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

AUG 1 9 2011 1235-1878 

(NOOX0939-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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106266/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID SPITZ, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
IRVING SPITZ, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
,201 1 4.- 

\ A 

CR,Q/ 1L.f 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p .  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Irving Spitz 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 AUG 3 1 2B’’ 

couN%~vq YORK 
CLERK‘S 0- (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25498 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID SPITZ, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
IRVING SPITZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 106266/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York -9.- ,2011 

3 Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Irving Spitz 

G 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 BLED 

< SO ORDERED, 
Hon. s k q  Klein Heitler 

454-5725 

{ N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID SPITZ, AS PROPOSED 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF 
IRVING SPITZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No,: 106266/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE7 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, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Irving Spitz 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

(N0080939-1} 



Plain tiff( s), 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDEH 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, dcfendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hcreby requests summary 

judgment in thc above-entitled casc. pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' coinplaint against dcfendant FULTON HOlL,ER WORKS with prejudice, 

and thcrc being no opposition thereto, 

ORIIEI<ED, that upon noticc to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfcndant FULTON I3011,1.;R WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre-judicc arid 

without costs. 

Frank Ortiz,Esq. 
Attorney lor Plaintiffs 
Weitz & 1,uxcnberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 100 
(212) 558-550 12) 3 13-3600 

Hon 



NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTINO and BEATRICE 
D' AGOSTINO, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, & &., 

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 

m d g e ,  E s q .  
m M e n  and Dykman LLP 

orney for- Defendant 
TIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC YF 77 Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

At torneys  for Plaintiffs 
7 0 0  Broadway 
New York, NY 10 " P I L E D ,  (212) 558-5500  

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2011 



NYCAL 
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: 

ARTHUR KINGSLAND 

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 

BIIb 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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(21 2) 558-5500 

AUG 3 1 2011 SO ORDERED, 

NTY CLERKS OFFJCE Au6 9 NEWYORK 

US_ACTIVE-106684043 1 

2 

Index No: 106369/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
- _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ r _ l _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.D. Caples 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo: 1 
c- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs. 

I 

..- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ah\\: 

WEIT2 & 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 
I50 East 42"d Street 
New York, New 
Our File No. 053 

4367606. I 



WAQLAND, LONGO 
M A N ,  DUNST 8 
W A S ,  LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORfH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
W BOX 480 
FEWBRUNSWICK. NJ 

SWTW JERSEY 
701 W T S E Y S  MILL RD 
gm 202 
W O N T O N .  NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM M. ALMOND and GLORIA ALMOND, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-106457 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kahler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kahler Go., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New runswick, NJ 
7Aq-4, 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Ittorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Go. 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED:AL: u 1 6 2011, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
William M. Almond and Gloria Almond 

New York, NY 10003 

&, Honorab 

AUG 3 1 2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt 4. I Hen. Klein Heitler, 
IASPart30 Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo + 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

BY. - , N W  
Michael Fanelli, Esq, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40th Street 
New York, New York 100 18 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
AUG 1 6  2011 



# 

HOAQLANa, LONGO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

MORAN, DUNST a 

PO BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM M. ALMOND and GLORIA ALMOND, 

against 

ACandS. INC., et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-106457 

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 runswick, NJ 7$w, 

- 
MICHAEL  FAX^ ESQ. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko h le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
William M. Almond and Gloria Almond 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: AUG 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LELAND KIRK WEBSTER JR. AND PATRICIA 
ANN WEBSTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

Index No.: 106507/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT -against- 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 6.//. ,2011 

I 

Y Michele J.  Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Leland Kirk Webster Jr. and Patricia Ann Webster 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

! L E D  
(212) 509-3456 

- 3 1 201) 
SO ORDERED, 

cmNn CLERK'S ~ F K E  
N€W 

1235-19087 

{ N0080939- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

LELAND KIRK WEBSTER JR. AND PATRICIA 
ANN WEBSTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

Index No.: 106507/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

ttorney for Plaintiffs 
Leland Kirk Webster Jr. and Patricia Ann Webster 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 : 

(2 12) 509-3456 

.- . e  
SO ORDERED, 

2383-25497 

tN0042173-1) &iSG 1 920111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I . A S  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LELAND KIRK WEBSTER JR. AND PATRICIA 
ANN WEBSTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

Index No.: 106507/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Kerryann Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Leland Kirk Webster Jr. and Patricia 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ' I  

, r  (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

\ r-7 SO ORDERED, 

454-5771 

(NOOX0939-1} 

AUG 1 92011r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LELAND KIRK WEBSTER JR. AND PATRICIA ! 
ANN WEBSTER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106507/02 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York g/"r ,2011 
/ 

- 
?&cole P. Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, hc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plamtiffs 
Leland Kirk Webster Jr. and Patricia Ann Webster 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

F I L E D  
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, /A\!G 3 \ 8 4 '  

2082-10072 COUN-fY CLERK'S OFFICT 
NEW YORK 

{N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LELAND KIRK WEBSTER JR. AND PATRICIA 
ANN WEBSTER, 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J+) 

j Index No.: 106507/02 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i 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 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 Y rk, New York 499 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Leland Kirk Webster Jr. and Patri 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

I *  
. ' 3 lis'' I 

(212) 509-3456 

\ I  SO ORDERED, 

1122-19613 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY CELESTE AND CONCETTA 
CELESTE, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q 3  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony Celeste and Concetta Cel 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 1 1 New York, New York I Ob03 1 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherryxlein Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITkER 

{ N0080939- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY CELESTE AND CONCETTA 
CELESTE, 

Plaintiffs? 

-against- ; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant? Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 4'" ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishinan Liquidating Coy. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WE17'7, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

1.. -- , * r* 2-1 7 \ 2 I 

1 ;., ; 9,: u C F*; EA r i  d&m$> L-,. A c $ . # "  - 

(N0042173-I ] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY CELESTE AND CONCETTA 
CELESTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N e 2  
850/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
f 7  ,2011 

Michele J .  Mktlernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Anthony Celeste and Concetta Celeste 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New Y ork, New York 1 0 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4522 

(N0080939-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106574/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DEAN HARP, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR FOR ! 
THE ESTATE OF RALPH J. DE GEORGI, 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ! MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
$ 1  ,2011 

FLED 
kf3G 3 1 2flu 

Courter & CBmpany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Ralph 3. De Georgi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 ,,m558-5500 /* 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry klein Hhtler 

V 

AUG 1 9  2011 

1122-2373 
SHERRY KLEIN HElfLER 

{N0080939-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 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106574/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DEAN HARP, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR FOR \ 
THE ESTATE OF RALPH J. DE GEORGI, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Ill” ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. Estate of Ralph J. De G . 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEI’IZ & LUXENBERG, 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KlElN HEITlER 454-5315 

{N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106574102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DEAN HARP, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR FOR i 
THE ESTATE OF RALPH J. DE GEORGI, , , 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et uZ., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
816 ,2011 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Cop.  
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25493 
SHERRY KLEIN HElTtER 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106574/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DEAN HARP, AS PROPOSED EXECUTOR FOR j 
THE ESTATE OF RALPH J. DE GEORGX, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

/ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with'prejudice and 

without costs. I - F I L E D  
BUG 3 1 2011 

,2011 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Ralph J. De Georgi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway REC New York, New York 10004 , New York, New York I0003 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 1 9  2011 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
(N0080939-1) 

1235-1890 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK HUBER, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN K. HUBER AND 
FRANCIS HUBER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 106577/02 

NO OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2021 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John K. Huber 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 100 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-3246 SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
{ N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK HUBER, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN K. HUBER AND 
FRANCIS HUBER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106577-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. . F I L E D  
Dated: New Yo k, New York 

+4- ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John K, Huber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h a e i y H e i t l e r  

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 2082-10074 

{NOOS0939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106577/02 
! FRANK HUBER, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 

THE ESTATE OF JOHN K. HUBER AND 
FRANCIS HUBER, JNDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q / 2  ,2011 

F I L E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John K. Huber 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C E 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN MEITLER 
(N0080939-1) 

454-5485 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 106577/02 
i FRANK HUBER, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 

THE ESTATE OF JOHN K. HUBER AND 
FRANCIS HUBER, INDIVIDUALLY7 

j NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q q  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

n 

F I L E D  

CLERK'S Of= 
EW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John K. Huber 

-NIYI*- WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1 
(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

,SHERRY KLEIN NElTLER 
(NO042 173-1 } 

2383-25494 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106577/02 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK HUBER, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF JOHN K. HUBER AND 
FRANCIS HUBER, INDIVIDUALLY7 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk New York d4' ,2011 

1 .  F I L E D  
- AUG 3 t 2 Q l l  

K 

" I  
I ." 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John K. Huber 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

hL14 l L+bhw 
Michele J. M&rnan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 

I 

~ 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-2765 SHERRY KLEIN HEiTLER 
(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 

112710/02 JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

, 201 1 
I 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 New Y ork, New York 1 0003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLLER 1122-8527 

(NOOX093Y-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 06578/02 G THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE i 
ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. i 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k New York 
,2011 

3 AmySch e ,Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

A 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

CLERKS OFFFCF 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Paul M. Buczek 
warn & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad StreeW.de 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Bmadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
INOO80939-l } 

2082-10076 

http://StreeW.de


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) n 
Index No.<’# 

106578/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$4 ,2011 F I L E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Paul M. Buczek 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SHERRY KLEIN HElfkER 454-6031 D 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

I I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

(Heitler, J.) 
1,- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.- .. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
914- ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Paul M. Buczek 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 000 

MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. WEI'I'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 558-5500 
"+ 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 2383-2554610 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, 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 q /  ,2011 

Michele J .  Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Paul M.  Bucze 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 

.NewYork,NewYorklOO 3 AUG 1 9  2011 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-I } SHERRY KLEIN HELTLER 
1235-8030 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 10 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE [ 
ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. j 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j 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 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
9/4’ ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 

New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

ShERRY KlEOM HElfLER 454-603lD 

(N008093Y-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
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: 

CHARLES SNECKENBURG AND KATHY 
SNECKENBURG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
Y a h  ,2011 

~~4~~ 
Michele J.  Mittlkman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Sneckenburg and Kathy Sneckenburg 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F t E -‘‘I3 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OF- 
NEW YORK 

1235-8005 

(NOOX0939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES SNECKENBURG AND KATHY 
SNECKENBURG, 

Plaintiffs, 

e 
1 12709/02 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Sneckenburg and Kathy S 
WEITZ, & LUXENUERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  (2 12) 509-3456 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNN CLERK'S OFFIE 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
2383-25546AJ 

(NO0421 73-1 1 

92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES SNECKENBURG AND KATHY 
SNECKENBURG, 

Plaintiffs, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J+) 

1 12709/02 

"against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. \ 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Ke- 9 Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Sneckenburg and Kathy Sneckenburg 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

York 10003 F 1 L E D 
AUG 3 1 201' 

C O U N ~  CLERKS OFFIE 
NEW YORK 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-6031A J 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES SNECKENBURG AND KATHY 
SNECKENBURG, 

Plaintiffs, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 12709/02 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C, & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 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. 

, 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Sneckenburg and Kathy Sne 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 F I L E D  

' Y  

b i  (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(2 12) 558-5500 
AUG 3 1 2alt 

NEW YORK 
C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 

1122-8502 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index N K g J  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERNEST R. ROMANOFSKI AND JOAN 
ROMANOFSKI, L 

1 13079/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC,, et al., 

Defendants. 
~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ernest R. Romanofski and Joan Ro 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4074 

Al, v 
(N0080939-I) 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j J.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERNEST R. ROMANOFSKI AND JOAN 
ROMANOFSKI, 

1 13079/02 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOW, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
,201 1 + 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishrnan Liquidating Coy. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ernest R. Romanofski and Joan Romanofski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

,F ILED 
. ‘1, AUG 3 2’’’ 

2383-t5541AM 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMY E. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al., 
Defendants, 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N F S  
7/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 i ”  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Harry Trimm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ’ F I L E 

” AUG 3 1 2011 ’; k 
SO ORDERED, ’ Fa 

Hon. S h e r r y M n  Heitler COUNTY OPWF 
NEW YoWK 

454-602 1AU 

{ N0080939-I 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMY L. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ! 1 13267/02 
ESTATE OF HARRY TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , New York ?h ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Harry Trimm 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I O O ~ ?  ' 

MCGIVNEY & KLuCEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I b 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 i :  

SO ORDERED, \ ,  

'\ AUG 3 1 'Eo\\ 
r -  
W U N n  CLE!%'@ of?%% Hon. Sherry Kleimeitler 

NEW y63BB 
1 122-6844 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMY L. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
A i (Heitler, J.) 

j I n d e x N o w  
1 13267/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Yor , New York 8f jo  ,2011 

~~4~ Ac/\ 
Michele J .  MittlAman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwel I Corporati on 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Harry Trimm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
w York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
WuNn cL!%Hi8 m m  

NEW YClRN 
1235-6349 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMY L. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.. 106580/ 
! e 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
813 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Harry Trimm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

&-& 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Coy.  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 A m  3 1 2011 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
CGWNTY CLERK'S QFFlCf 

(NO0421 73-1 } 

2383-25543AU 

BUG 1 920111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY j 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexN 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
S ( l 0  ,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KIAJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

n F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William L. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNfi) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY i 1 13809/02 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CAWENTER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 1 
I 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, lnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
'684- ,2011 F I L E D  

I 

FFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William L. Carpenter 
WEUZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElfLER I 
(N0080939-1] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

i I n d e x N o e  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY j 1 13809/02 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CAWENTER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: ’ 

y L V I  I 
I n 

carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o p .  
M c G i w Y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William L. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 2383-25 

, .  (NO042 173-1 j 



SUPFSME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N/+ 809/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$75 ,2011 

F I L E D ’  
AUG 3 1 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

‘-- Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William L. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 Om3 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Shew-Klein keitler 

1235-5707 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 1 0004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) ---._ 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN flEITCER 45440163 NEW YORK 

{ NOO80939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

R ~~ ~~ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
__ 

This Document Relates To: 
Index No.: 106693-02 

DONALD J, KRENTZ, 

Plaintiff(@, 

-against- 

A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, 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, TRANE 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/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, be and the same are hereby r i i e d c t h E  ~ 

prejudice and without costs. 
* '  . AUG 3 0 2Ut% 

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 I 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

1 18525/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,201 1 

~~4~~ Qvl  
Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 ! lo1' 
" ~ U N T Y  GLERK'B OPFlCE 

1235-4646 NEW YBM 

(N0080939-1) 

AUG I 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S . ,  INC,, et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.:_1(0669* 
'1 18525/02 

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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I 

Dated: New Y k, New York 49;9 ,2011 
I 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F E E E D ;  (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - A t e  3 1 2011 *_ 

cma CLERK'S m 
2383-25594AT NEW YORK 

I 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F E E E D ;  (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, - A t e  3 1 2011 *_ 

cma CLERK'S m 
2383-25594AT NEW YORK 

(NO0421 73-1 } 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CTRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, 

1 18982/02 
j 

Plaintiffs, 
NO OPPOSITION 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

MOTlON AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 
~ 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 
l 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
HJt ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York, New York 10 
(212) 509-3456 

1122-4079 

{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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

j NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

I defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York r p  ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SHERRY KtElN HElTtER 
(N0080939-1} 



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 N P a  

j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR i 18982/02 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, 

Plaintiffs, 
1 NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHERIZFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
"3 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 
WEITI, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

3 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 454-40081 

{N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 1 I n d e x N e  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR ; 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, j 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. ! 
A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4 *011 

< f  F I L E D  

n 

Carol M. Tempestssq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

A New York, New 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S%E$.Kl&keitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTtER 

Y 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, j 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 1 

1 MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

14 &&)* w w 
Michele J .  Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

k, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

12353607 

1 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN ~~~~~~~~ 

f N0080939- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COTJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
. -. 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index *r& 
1 1 S525/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 591 ,2011 

Kenyann Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

< 
F I L E D  (2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

- MG 3 1 2011 + 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein%eitler CMTY CLERKS OFFBCE: 
NEW YORfc 454-6008AT 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 
P1 ai nt i ffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index fs 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York r f .  ,2011 

Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2082-10088 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0042173-1) 

AUG 1 92011 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Yo New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 F I L E D (2 12) 509-3456 

AUG 3 1 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFKF 
NDV YQRK 

1122-5123 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j LAS. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n i Index No.,-$%706/0& 
BERNADETTE MCINERNEY,AS EXECUTRIX ! 114873102 
FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWARD M. MCINERY j 
JR., AND BERNADETTE MCINERNEY, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC,, et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward M. Mcln 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.c MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE MCINERNEY,AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWARD M. MCINERY j 
JR,, AND BERNADETTE MCINERNEY, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
[ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
,2011 + 

r- 
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco lnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward M. McInery Jr. 
WEVZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO O R D E E D ,  

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index .. 106706/0 e THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE MCINERNEY,AS EXECUTRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWARD M. MCINERY i 
JR,, AND BERNADETTE MCINERNEY, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

K e w W  ;'Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward M. Mclnery Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
{ N0080939-1) 

York I O  

I AUG * O "  I 
454 

M'3 1' 
E D  
2012 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer L Page: 3 3  Date: 8/5/201 I 1 'I : 17:43 AM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORX 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 114859102 

. 

DONALD STERNER, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against 

MIL-MCLAIET, et al., 

Defend ants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORF,, Defendant WEILMCWUN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil M i c e  Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McZain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OFtDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a l l  claims and m s  d a h  against 

Ddcndant, Wed-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either p a y .  

Dated X I  5 ,2011 
New York, New York 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1: 100 
1 New Yo&, NY 10022 

"" 

(212) 651-7500 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmEtker fax sewer. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106708/02 
JAMES P. CAHILL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York Bpi. ,2011 

Uttorney for e endant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCCIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Qp Attorney for Plaintiffs -7 
James P. Cahill 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

I New York, New York 1000 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 1122-8996 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J*) 

j Index No.: 106708/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES P. CAHILL, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A. C ,  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

I 
~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k New York g p  ,2011 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James P. Cahill 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 
(212) 558-5500 

454-65 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106708/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES P. CAHILL, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
! MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$0 ,2011 

5 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
, L  > w  AUG 3 1 2fil1 Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

MCG~VNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. WEITZ&LUXENBERG,P.C. , e . 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

James P. Cahill 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN NEfTLER 238 

(NO0421 73-1 ] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106708/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES P. CAHILL, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$7 ,2011 

Michele J .  Mittlthan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

James P. Cahill 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

(N0080939-1} 

York 10003 

I I 20'' 

1235-849 -I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  

R I C m  A. C€3IMEM I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 116076 2 & 0 67081 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fk/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. fk/a Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, With prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York A0523 

FileNo.: 473.87166 huG 

F I L E  
ZOIt i (914) 345-7301 ! *  ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH J. TURNER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 107335/01 

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 sir Lp 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 558-5500 A 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York I0022 AUG 201t 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, * 
SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

US-ACTIVE-106898705 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCP 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107889/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARTIN SI MU NOVlC H 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 /7 

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. -7'T b 

Frank Ol'tiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 D '  F \ L E  ? 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 '"' 
COuHfl$w YORK 

 LE^^^ OFFICE 

AUG 1 9 2011 US-ACTIVE-106677935 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~~~ ~~ 

This Document Relates to: 

FLOYD CADY SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108040/02 

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 
I 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

d l b  ,*011 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. ~3;~;" 
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. 

Q New York, New York 10022 

F I L E  (21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 3 1 20'' 
E R ~ ~  OFFICE 

COUN%;~ Y ~ R K  

US-ACTIVE-I 06683204.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

' 4 -  

i NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No. 108040/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Floyd Cady Sr. and Shirley L. Cady, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER - against - 

A.C. & S. Inc., et al., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a13 claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York New York 

Steve T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRIS~OIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 ' AUG 3 1 

k k  
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 700 Broadway i '  

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 
1863- I 1629 COUNn CLERK'S OFFIm 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

4834-2105-4729.1 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWlCK, 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: 

JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO and MARY 
INTRABARTOLO, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-108136 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgmer in he 

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 &ey 2% aoII 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaint iff s , 
Joseph lntrabartolo and Mary lntrabartolo 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Joseph Intrabartolo 

" .. I 

Index No: 122 13 9/0 1 

F 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X * - _ - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, without prejudice, and there 
being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and 
without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
7,b-  T - d  Ll  

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

so ORDERED, 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

0533 5 .oooo 1 

F I L  
AUG 3 1 

E D  
2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlm 
NEW YORK 

4637673.1 
I 



JOSEPH INTRABARTOLO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLTVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

New York, New Yo rk 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

RodridAnnaid, Jr., E d .  
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
hTELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

F I L E '  COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1151 AUG 3 1 2011 



HQAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS. U P  
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 W T S E Y S  MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMORITON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

KENNETH H. HELLER AND MARY HELLER 

against 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL I 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-108157 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: NEW YORK, New York 
+d 11 

JMN E. RICHMOND, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MO 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
KO h I e r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
KENNETH tl. HELLER and MARY HELLER 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

/ t  F I L E D  
, *  
i I  

f ' 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 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
PHILIP R. COX 

114082/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. flwa BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

J&?<Hopwood, Esq. 

MGRKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

Attorneys for Plaintifls) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.87169 

n 

SO ORDERED, 
H E17 LER 

F I L E D  



Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

A.C. & S, Tnc., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AN11 
ORDER 

I n d c x G 8 < &  12 1099/0 1 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WHEREFORE, defendant FIJLTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant lo Civil Practice Law and Rules Scctioii 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' coniplaint against dcfcndant HJ1,'l'ON ROI1,KII WORKS with prejudice. 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Ncw York, New York 10006 

Weilz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
Ncw Yorlc, NY 10003 



1. 
c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THOMAS MCCANN and KATHERINE 
MCCANN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al., 

Index No.: 109543-02 

NO OPPOSITION S U M M Y  
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa 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, TRANE US INC., 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 

T U N E  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 Y ork, New York 10003 
(2121 558-5500 

F I L E D  
RUG 3 I 2011 

ERKS 0- 
N E W Y W  Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc,, flWa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 



This Document Applies to: 

JOSE TRINIDAD, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

Plaintiff(s j, 

-against- 

A.C.&S, INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., 

hereby request suininary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND 

CONSTRUCTION CO. WC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant TISHMAN REALTY AND CONSTRUCTION CO. INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
July 25,2011 

TINE & GALLAGHER 
180 Maiden Lane 
New York, New York I0038 New York 1 1201 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



JAMES F. SMITH and JOSEPHINE SMITH, 

Plaintiff ( a )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, g& &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No&Za 
01 120395 

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 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. 

Frank M, Ortiz, E s q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t i f  

NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500  
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

n I .  

SO ORDERED, 

AioJ .; I 6 2011 1 

AUG 3 1 2011 

W N T Y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW VQRK 



*i- 

\ 

HOAOUND, LONOO 
MORAW, DUNS 8, 
DOUKAS, U P  
ATTORNYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 460 
NWWWUMSWK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
W T E  202 
HAMMOFITON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD PERRY AND ANN MARIE PERRY 

against 

A.C. AND S. INC. ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-109574 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Go., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: NEW YORK, New York 

q+wl 

U7%& 
MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE,~SQ. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko h le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
DONAL PERRY and ANN MARIE PERRY 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: t. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Frank Ortiz, qsq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

DONALD PERRY 

- -  

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 
:/I, ,2011 

Dated: 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

I New York. New York 

h- Hon. She Klein eitler 

10005 

\ 

16 1 5 102-1 AUcY 05 2011 



536.10338/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 

(Honorab 
This document relates to: 

DONALD PERRY, 

Plaintiff, 

et al. , 

Defendants. 

3 0  
e Sherry Klein -&2itler) 

Index No. : 

(May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

Nc> OPPOSTTTQM 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 
,l 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

DATED: D 8 f 6 / /  
East Hanover, New Jersey 

b t  

AUG 3 1 ZQ” 
2zkL 7zL L L L  
FRANK M. ORTIZ, E S Q ~  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 

S~P~EHRV KLEIN HEITLER 

AUG 16 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD CAFNERO AND ROSEMARIE 
CARRIERO, 

j J.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York r/( ,2011 
‘ I  

EA. 
Gndant 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald Carrier0 and Rosemarie Carrier0 
WEI’IZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AUG 3 

Q 
1 2011 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F F t f f  

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-5229 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN FE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD CARRIERO AND ROSEMARIE 
CARRIERO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 F New York 
j f b  ,2011 

-.-4 

Carol M. Ternpesg Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, Ncw York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald Carrier0 and Rosemarie Cam 

700 Broadway 
D MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 AUlj 3 T 2011 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL _ _  .. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD CARRIERO AND ROSEMARIE 
CARRIERO, 

P 1 ai n ti ffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

Index No.: 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
$?/$ ,2011 

ui I f  as 
V " W '  

1 x.,: w - 
Michele J. dittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attoniey for Plaintiffs 
Donald Carriero and Rosemarie Carriero 
WElTZ & LUXENRERG, P.C. AUG 's 1 20'' 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD CARRIER0 AND ROSEMARIE 
C ARRIERO , 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitkr, J.) 

Index No.: 10 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., WC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEmFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

' plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

T- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 w York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-5360 

(NOOX0939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

P 1 ain t i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC, et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

\+a 

p ~ k k D  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Kentile Floors, Inc. Estate of Anthony J. Fiocco 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 ' hk)G "" 

E€ 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-1} 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE i 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic 

costs. 

COUNTY CLERK’S QFFICX 
NEW YORK 

Dated: New York New York 
j p  ’ ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony J. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yor 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEtTLER 454-5229AB 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and. there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. ' , l  

[ i  
.=- 

1 ' ' AUG 3 1 2011 Dated: New Y rk, New York ry- - 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE yr4 ,2011 

rJ)V&QJ!&& 
Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGrwEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Anthony J.  Fiocco 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN NEtfbER 23 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

[ I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105876/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE ! 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

1 097 1 O/P, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

' 

3 s 2011 Zr. R 
/***& d - L\ 

Michele J.  Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony J. Fiocco 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN WEtTLER 
(N0080939-1} 

12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

j I.A,S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 105 

Plaintiffs, 
/ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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, Coulter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
r' 

7 T h  I, 4 

Dated: New York, New York 4' ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Anthony J.  Fiocco 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I , /  "A7 r*7 'r'""", I ..* 8 ' 
(212) 558-5500 * >  (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
kitler 

(N0080939-I 1 



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 ,NewYork + 
“2% 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. “\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 34 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42”d Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

e l *  E9 

4582423.1 

AUG 1 9 2011~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

' NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEITH R. JAKWAY, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN H. JAKWAY, AND JUNE 
JAKWAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York "i ,2011 
I 

-\ I 

, fck. %L&! is 

Carol M. Ternpesta, Es'q;' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 FFlCE 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

(N0042173-1} / 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 1057 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEITH R. JAKWAY, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE j 
ESTATE OF JOHN H. JAKWAY, AND JUNE j 
JAKWAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

e 29710 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

: 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 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New E p k ,  New York 
, 201 1 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs L E D  
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of John H. Jakway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

AUG 3 1 2011 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO OFDERED, 

{ N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10 

i 
KEITH R. JAKWAY, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE [ e 
ESTATE OF JOHN H. JAKWAY, AND JUNE 
JAKWAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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 Y rk, New York 
!76 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John H. Jakway Courter & Company, Inc. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. . WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

D 
1122-4789 I 

3 1 20t1 
{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.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KEITH R. .JAKWAY, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN H. JAKWAY, AND JUNE 
JAKWAY, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
) 20 1 1 q/ 0 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of John H. Jakway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0080939-I } couNn CLERKS om=: 
NEW YORK 



7104- 455 (1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

NYCAL 
LINDA L. DAY as the Executrix for the Estate of 
RICHARD J. DAY, SR. AND LINDA L. DAY, i INDEX NO: 1 10478/02 
Individually, 

Plaintvfs 
-against- 

I 
I 
I 
I 

j NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
I JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
I 
I A.C. and S., Lnc., et al I ORDER 

Defendants I I 

I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor in 

interest to Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

Motion Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs. 

A 
Dated: New York, New York 

By: /30/2b\\ By: 
-$he\  Hemi+z, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 NewYork,NY 10118 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

YMXU A. Fepe, E S ~ .  

HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
350 Fifth Avenue, 59fh Floor 

2 12-558-5500 2 12-268-5 136 
Attorneys for Defe 
Motion control In#&, L E D 
Inc. 

Dated: AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED: NEW YORK 

1788980-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT WFERS TO: 

ANTHONY CELESTE AND CONCETTA 
CELESTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter &' Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
813 ,2011 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 1 
(2 12) 509-3456 ----Qf2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

("+ q r? I"p y K L E 3 b,! ~ 5 iT  l,-EH di % L l  

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ANTHONY CELESTE AND CONCETTA 
CELESTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

-against- [ NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without do sts. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2011 

.* 

Car&M. Tempesta, %sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Anthony Celeste and Concetta Celeste 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I ,  

Y or 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ANTHONY CELESTE AND CONCETTA 
CELESTE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 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 Y rk, New York 
f /?  ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Tread we1 1 Corporati on 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Anthony Celeste and Concetta Celeste 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4522 

(NOOX0939-I ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, I.) 

j IndexNo.: 10571 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX i 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, j 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, j 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., JNC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Xnc., be and the same are' hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I  
Dated: New York, New York 4' ,2011 AUG 3 f 29r% 

p , C O U N p  CLERKS OFFICE 
j,'* '1 """m YORK , p' 

&@f..*'i L *a. -.v>i&' * w  * 
\ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Darrel C. Covert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGBR, P.C. s 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-0092 

(NOO80939-1) 
SHERRY KtEfN HEITLER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT WFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 10571 8/02 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX \ 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, j 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, j 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

AUG 3 5 2011 

NEW YORK 
CLERK'S O~jcjc 

uy usmin*w% 

-*%?,$ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Darrel C. Covert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

Courter & Company, Jnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-13689 

(3.30080939-1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10571 8/02 

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

- <- 

Plain tiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

I Ff costs. 

AUE 3 I iOf! 

./,L--L-- L 

Attoniey for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEWZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

2082-10053 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER * 

{ 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 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: LO- 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX i /$- 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etal., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and CFOSS claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York fp' ,2011 

-V%\ 1 
1 

C d  . TernpestayEsq?'-"2 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Darrel C. Covert 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO0421 73-1 } 

2383-25542H 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i 1.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, j 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, [ 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

: NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E  

FEE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Darrel C. Covert 
WEITZ & LUXEN 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-13124 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEVERLY COVERT, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF DARREL C. COVERT, 
AND BEVERLY COVERT, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1057 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Purnp.Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. : .  F I  
I ,  

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
,2011 

" .  AUG 3 1 2041 

Kerrya#kLwk;'6sq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KINGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Darrel C. Co 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

454-601 9H 

{ NOOX0939-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105718 2 
JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR y* THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX j 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

I 

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. 

Estate of David Lamob 

700 Broadway 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 a 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-13690 

{NOO80939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Eleitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

112271/02 0 
P 1 aint i ffs , / NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors; Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

l._i 

g / 3  , 2011 

Amy Sc eue an,Esq. 
Attorney or Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David Lamob 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

1 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

New York, Nkw York 10003 

SO ORDERED, r -  

; < *  ;o&J&G 3 1 2Qt1 

(NOOX0939-I ) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORR 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

1.A.S; Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105718/02 

? 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 

.. , 

Estate of David Lamob 

700 Broadway 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.,c. AUG 1 9  2011 

4 yy *y q I”*, 

bi 4 I ( <  .,P I: ,i New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
mum *v-II “ . , * % W M A  (2 12) 509-3456 500 

SO ORDERED, 
454-6019R 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTtER 
(N0080939-11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F \ L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David Lamob 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

rk, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, \ 

2383-25542R 

(N0042173-1) SHERRY KLEIN HEiTLER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAMBO, AS ADMINISTRATOR FOR 
THE ESTATE OF DAVID LAMOB, AND 
DARLEEN TASSIE, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF MABEL LAMBO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

Index No.: 10571 8/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  
AWG 3 I 2011 

;$".i. [-*.,cQblhpu_cLERK'S OFF~CE 
' S @ V Y ~ R K  &8l"-'""" 

,;$%. PP s"-., ".,./ Ld-" 

"sl;r" flm%.-+-3 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. \$< 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of David Lamob 
WEITL & LUXENBERG, P. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 3 235-131 25 

(N0080939-1} 



7104-129 (1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  

NYCAL 
PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate I 

of MICHAEL GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, , INDEXNO.: 112375-02 
~1 

Individually I I 

I 

I Plaintijfs I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFtDER 

A.C.and S., INC., et als I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Defendants 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Motion Control Industries, Inc. (sued herein as Motion Control 

Industries, Inc., as predecessor in interest to Carlisle Corporation) ("Motion Control"), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it 

is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against Motion 

Control be and the same are herby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

BY:++ 

New Yolk, New York 
7/26 ,2016. 

l Q - b - 9  

New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
2 12-558-5500 212-268-5136, 

SO ORDERED: 

1685620-1 



HOAGLAND. LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
MICHAEL GACH, and PHYLLIS GACH, Individually, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 12375 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgmen, in he 

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: 

MONICA R ~ K O S T R Z ~ A ,  EM. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
FRANK ORTlZ, ESQ. 

Attor ne ys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Phyllis Gach, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Michael Gach, and Phyllis Gach, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

AUG 3 t ?"ut 

- - - - -  



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

PHYLLIS GACH, as Executrix for the Estate 
of MICHAEL GACH and PHYLLIS GACH, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENEFLATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Index No. :/e> 
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 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. 

Frank M. Ortiz, E s q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway . 
New York, NY 10003 

NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
ontague Street 
lyn, NY 11201 

(718) 855-9000 

AUG 3 1 2011 

QDUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES SNECKENBURG AND KATHY 
SNECKENBURG, 

Plaintiffs, 

i Index No.: 106578/02 
(95mE-3 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Charles Sneckenburg and Kathy Sneckenburg 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 3 0004 
(212) 509-3456 ' 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-8005 

(N0080939-1) 

AUE 3 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES SNECKENBURG AND KATHY 
SNECKENBURG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

AUG 3 1 IO1’ 
SO ORDERED, 

C O U ~ ~ y  CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

2383-25546AJ 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES SNECKENBURG AND KATHY 
SNECKENBURG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

’ costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York gls ,2011 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 F 1 

Charles Sneckenburg and Kathy Sneckenburg 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 
AUfi 3 1 Zo1’ 

SO ORDERED, 
CLERK‘S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
4546031AJ 

(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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHARLES SNECKENBURG AND KATHY 
SNECKENBURG, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND 0RX)ER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 ’ AUG 3 1 9011 

c o u ~ ~ y  CLERK’S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
1 122-8502 

(NOOX0939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10 & 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Xnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 
I 

FE 

Estate of Paul M. Buczek 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

1122-8527 SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORR 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106578/02 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE [ 
ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. j 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

F@@@ 
Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND OFtDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et ai., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agahst 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
$2 ,2011 

F 
AUG 3 1 2Wll 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Paul M. Buczek 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 
(212) 558-5500 

SHERRY KLEIN NElTLER 
{NOO80939-1) 

2082-10076 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, .I.) 

j Index No.: 1065 

ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. j 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE & 
Plaintiffs, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 
I 

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 y I ,2011 

Michele 3 .  Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCG~VNEV & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Paul M. Bucze 
WEITZ & LUXENRERG, 
700 Broadway 

,New York, New York 1 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

{ N0080939-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j 1ndexN0,- 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. j 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
916 ,2011 

A!JG 3 1 ZL?! 

iqEw Y m K  

.h*t ht?+%, 
P- fi %&J%&J- C-J.) UNTY CLERK'S (3FFIa" 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Ti shman Liquid at in g Corp . 
MCGIVNEY &L KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Paul M. Buczek 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

SHERRY KLEIN HEI"fLER 2383-25546D 

(N0042173-1} 



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.) 

Index No.: 10 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERNEST R. ROMANOFSKI AND JOAN 
ROMANOFSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no oppositian thereto, 

ORDERED, that upan notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
,201 1 4 

(r; &L*\ /i 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ernest R. Romanofski and Joan Romanofski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishrnan Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 " f  \ L  
(2 12) 509-3456 'v AUG 3 1 Zo1' 
SO ORDERED, CLERK'S O F W  

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitier 

2383-25541AM 

(N0042173-I ] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ERNEST R. ROMANOFSKI AND JOAN 
ROMANOFSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

j Index No.: 10657Y02 
(/.--HTrv 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., etal. ,  

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO OWERED, 

{N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MERLE G. BURGIN (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1169 pZi-zg3 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVlER 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 REELER-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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-S500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 F l L  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O M  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMY L. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j lndexNo.: 1 

i NO OPPOSITION 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j 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 § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York * ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway . 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Harry Trimm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

l k  New Y ork, New York 1 0003 
(2 12) 509-3456 i ;- 

"r AU(; 3 5 ~~~~ 

' f  SO ORDERED, 
COUNN c,EflK'e QFWGF 

NEW YORK 
454-6021AU 

(N008093Y-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 10 
i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMY L. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND OlZDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

r - -%/ i  p*\ d” 
LBmU*Jf‘ 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Harry Trirnrn 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway ’ 5  

(2 12) 509-3456 
I 

‘ WuNn G\,ERK’g @f%% 
F- --- SO ORDERED, t i  

NEW YWN 
1235-6349 

(N0080939-1) 

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: 

AMY E. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1065 -& 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
g i 7  ,2011 

ClCk L*L,- 
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York; New York 10003 AUG 3 1 2011 

700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3456 
COTifNTY CLERK'S OFFiCF 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

AMY E. TRIMM, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF HARRY TRIMM, AND LINDA 
TRIMM INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 10 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Yor , New York 
) 201 1 

%w-\"%-% 

Attorney for Plaintiffs \\ 
Estate of Harry Trimm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

t 
i ky" - 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 ,! L 

SO ORDERED, I 

' r  

k- ' AUG 3 1 tbir 
COUNTY CLERK'@ @Fn@ Hon. Sherry Klei%eitIer 

NEW +&%lK 
1 122-6844 

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GERALD ELMONT ALLEN (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOJLER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

4 MARIN ~ O ~ M A N ,  LLP. . 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Hamson, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

-- 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X ___ - -__"_r___ l l_______ l___ l________r____-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

William 5. Berton 

." c 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 119 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
OIiDER 

X - - _ . . c - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest to A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J.P. XNDUSTlUES (herein after "MCCOIZD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: Ne Yor NewYork 

772 711!*, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

2 12-490-3000 
Our File No.: 06507.00k% 3 f ?fi\! 

467001 lv,l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo. 4GZ.ia  
j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY SNYDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX j 1209 1 8/02 
FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH DONALD 
SNYDER, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York sl; ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Kenneth Donald Snyder 
WEKZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10042 

{NOO80939-1} 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY SNYDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH DONALD 
SNYDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: a 
1209 1 8/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
c 49" ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Kenneth Donald Snyder 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

1122-7693 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY SNYDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX j 1209 1 8/02 
FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH DONALD 
SNYDER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index 0 0,. 132791 

j 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC, et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, 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 Kenneth Donald Snyder 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York. New York 10003 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 ’ (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

2383-25729Y 

(NO0421 73-1 1 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY SNYDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH DONALD 
SNYDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

j I.A.S. Part 30 

1 I n d e x 6 2  1 918/02 

A ! (Heitler, J+) 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
L?IlJ ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 I 5 A ~ G  3 1 2011 

Estate of Kenneth Donald Snyder 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, couNn CLERK'S ~ F w  
N W Y M  

454-6634Y 

{NOOS0939-1} 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY SNYDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH DONALD 
SNYDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
A ! (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
g / h  ,2011 

9 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Kenneth Donald Snyder 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

~~4~~~ 
Michele J. Mittlkrnan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNCY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New 700 Broadway York, New York 10003 F I L E D  *:, 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7197 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 113280/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES SEBASTIANI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: .a(!! b- ,2011 
New York, New York 

h 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 AUG 201, (212) 558-5500 

COUNTY CLERKS O F F J ~  
NEW rW& 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG f 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' 

COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., N C . ,  et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10669 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
X I 4  ,2011 

I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William L. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KWGER,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

~ I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BEWARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York s i 'o  ,2011 

Carol M. Ternpesta,'Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

3 1 iOll 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William L. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL -_ - 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

; Index No.: 106690/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY ! 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the, above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishinan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k New York r p  ,2011 

F I L E D  

FFICE 

Carol M. Tempesta, 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 William L. Carpenter 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

I C - L  {--Y l k n  ?d!:hh a: K!, pj YtY-&ER 
(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY ! 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 10669 

Plaintiffs, ~ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 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 hertby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
$75 ,2011 

F I L E D '  
AUG 3 3 21991 

P) ww---.m~~ 6 CLERKIS OFFjQ 
if@"+? LM .'< NEWYORK 

- ,  ..Jaa 

Michele J .  Mittleman, Esq. "\> 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E K ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William L. Carpenter 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 
(21 2) 558-5500 

* _  

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. ShemyKlein keitler 

1235-5707 
y ,  

(N0080939-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106690/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNARDINE CARPENTER, INDIVIDUALLY / 
AND EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF 
WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto., 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

Attoniey for Plaintiffs 
Estate of William L. Carpenter Patterson Pumx, Co. 

MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 
(212! 5 5 8-5500 

-I. _. 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HE\TLER 454-601 61 NEW YORK 

(N0080939-1) 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VlTO CONTI 

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: I 14483102 

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 

VIIb L 2011 

x . g ,  
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
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 Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_______________-___I-------------------- X (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

-X NY CAL _l_ll________________f_l_______________ 

I.A.S. Part 30 

GRACE CONTI, Individually and as Executrix Index No.: 02/114483 
for the Estate of VITO CONTI, 01/2489 (Erie C o .  

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
S-Y JUDGMENT 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER 
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 si 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 
J z y  , 2011 

@$ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(7x8) 855-90 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

FILED Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t i  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS 
NEW Y M  



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer L Page: 313 Date: 8/5/2011 11:17:43 AM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

h Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 10670 e 

DONALD STERNB, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 
WEL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARYJUDGmNT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORF,, Defendant WEE,-MCLAZN hereby requests Summary Judgment: in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and thm being no 
opposition thereto, 

OKDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defcndant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated X I  5 * ,2011 
New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXF,NBERG, P.C. 
Attornev for the Plaintiffs 

SEGAL McCAMBRJDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

700 Brdadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-&Lain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

1 New York. NY 10022 
--- 

(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
*n 4 4  

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/lwww.gfi.com 

http:/lwww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, 3 . )  

j Index No.: 106706/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE MCINERNEY,AS EXECUTRIX : $?-IT- 
FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWARD M. MCINERY j 
JR., AND BERNADETTE MCINERNEY, 
INDIVIDUALLY , 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward M. McIn 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.c 
700 Broadway 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 
(2 12) 509-3456 

10004 New York. New York 1 O O d 3  - 

SO ORDERED, - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 1067 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE MCINERNEY,AS EXECUTRIX ! 
FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWAIZD M. MCINERY i 
JR., AND BERNADETTE MCINERNEY, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York xp ,2011 

rUd2.3-& 
Carol M. Ternpesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward M. Mclnery Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New Yo 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

(NO042 173-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106706/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

BERNADETTE MCINERNEY,AS EXECUTRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF EDWARD M. MCINERY j 
JR., AND BERNADETTE MCINERNEY, 
INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Edward M. McInery Jr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

D SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 454 

(N0080939-1} M 3 1 2011 



- 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

/ I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No. 1 15012/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

DONALD J, KRENTZ and IRENE G. KRENTZ, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

! NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER 

A C & S INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, hc. ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
bj/9 2011 /;u- 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc., 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New Yark 10005 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Donald J. Krentz and Irene G. Krentz, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 100 

(212) 232-1300 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1863-27468 

4814-20334600.1 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
NEVVBRUN~NCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

40 PATERSON sr 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 115012-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

Y 

MICHAEL FKNELLI,\ESQ. 
{OAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
I O  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Donald J. Krentz 

New York, NY 100 

$0 ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

DONALD J. KRENTZ, 

_- 

Index NO.: 115012-02 

Plaintiff@), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A 0  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., M 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 

r, 
c 

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 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

LERKS 
NEW YQ.RK 

&q pz;% Q&lm 
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 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

RAY MCFARLAND 

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, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115268102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Sljb ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n f (212) 558-5500 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New YorkrNew York 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 3 Hon. Sher . Heitler 

10022' 
/ d *  I L E D  -* 

! i c  

US-ACTIVE-I06677731 ,I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
RICHARD A. CHIMEFU I.A.S. Part 30, (€I-) 

Index N f l - 6  

~ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMT, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. E/k/a Adience, Inc. fk/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fkla BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fk/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience flwa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc, W a  
Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

\ ood, Esq. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc, f/Ma Adience, Inc. fma  BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York f 0523 , F I L E D  
FileNo.: 473.87166 . AUG ' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintifT(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 i b  It\\ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
CIOIJNTY OF NEW YOKK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS L,I'I'IGA'I'ION 

This Document Relates '1'0: 
: NYCAL 

JOHN J. McCUE (dec'd), : I.A.S. Part 30 
: (€4011. Sherry I 

Plaintiff( s), 
lein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 1 1740 1-02 
-against- 

A. W. CHGSTGRTON CO., et al., : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION A N D  

Defendants. : ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgnieiit in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice t,aw and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintifl's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prej itdice, and there being IN) 

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 witliout costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 I) 

CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue F I L, E D 
New York. NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ I r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

X I _____________________________________f_  

JEANETTE STKKAS, Individually and as 
Executrix for the  Estate of BERNARD 
SIKKAS , 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. P a r t  30 
(Weitler, J. 1 

Index N o 6 F  
110522 

98/111064 
98/105235 
97/121939 

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 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 
/--)/, 7/?9 I 2011 

/ / t d a h e y  for -Defendant  
ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague Street New York, NY 1 

700  Broadway 

rp Ib L 3  
;v.h (212) 558-5500  

f l F  
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherr 

0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I . A S  Part 30 
~ (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 106 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 
L l - 8 -  

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York gqjl ,201 1 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I L E D  (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, A\& 3 1 
-J-)$w c LERI('S OFFICE 

1235-4646 NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106695/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 4 5  2 5 /02> 
\ 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York * , 2011 

/y\ - 
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 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

- 3 1 20fl 

cmp CLLRKS oms 

d 

SO ORDERED, > 

2383-25594AT NEW YORK 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106 

ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Kerryann Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEIT% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F I ' L E D  (212) 558-5500 

-̂- 
(2 12) 509-3456 

AUG 3 1 201t " 

COUNTY CLERK'S aFFt€X 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry Klein%eitler 
NEW YORK 454-6008AT 

{ N0080939-1} 
AUG 1 920111 



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: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 
P 1 ain t i ffs , 

-against- 
j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, 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, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor New York 
,2011 

/e--- <? Nicole P. Wesselmanii, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Tnc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

’ \I E Q 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 0088 

{N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES WATTS AND VERONA WATTS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

&-‘*I%.- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
James Watts and Verona Watts 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I 
(2 12) 509-3454 

BUG 3 ii 2Cll 

COUNTY CLERKS OFRCF 
SO ORDERED, 

NEW YORK 
1122-5123 

(N0080939-1} 

920tlt 



L 

Plaintiff( s) , 

- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
,JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 1 18528/02 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

WIIEREFORE, defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby requests summary 

judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212. 

dismissing plaintif'fs' complaint against defendant E:UJ,'l'ON 13011,ER WORKS with prejudicc, 

and thcrc bcing no opposition thereto, 

ORDEKEQ, 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. /' 

- 

ys for FULTON BOILER WORKS 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-550 

Barry McTiernan & Moore 
2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 
(212) 313-3600 

SO ORDERED, . 
AUG 3 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 O669Y02 

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR f l m i E - 3  
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, 

PI ain t i ffs , 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
a;lP ,2011 

- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTtER 208 

(N0080939-I 1 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et a/., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 10669Y @ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 'claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

+, 201 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New Y ork, New Y ork 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTtER 454-60081 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i IndexNo.: 1066 

NICHOLAS CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR j 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice arid 

without casts. 

Dated: New York, New York + 2011 

c d % J i f  
Carol M. Ternpestssq. 
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 Rosemary Cirillo 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I00 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTtER 
(N0042173-1) 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CIRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I L E D  
- AUG 3 1 

$19 ,201 1 

(:I*"+ m*)uri IT,- *.- 
.&OWN CLERK'S- 4r5U.rE,&,,. hrrc &-+ " '.t, - > NEWOW 

\;;+ 

4J-"%*N b""*, ) 'i J+ d $A,@ 8 )  +/ JI 

";a: '4,. Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-3607 
I ~ I/ 

E A ,  
(N0080939-I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

; JndexNo. 
f 

[ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NICHOLAS CJRILLO, AS ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ROSEMARY CIRILLO, L 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j 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 Yo k, New York 
Y p -  ,2011 

\,*. k,d' -"a- L E D  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Rosemary Cirillo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. FFR 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-4079 

(NOO80939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
c _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 3 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ -  X 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

William J. Berton 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I n d e G 9 8  IO/ 
1 13277/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " " c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I c I c _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ c _ _ -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, incorrectly sh/a MCCORD 
CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in interest ta A.E. CLEVITE, INC. and 
J,P, INDUSTRIES (herein after "MCCORD CORPORATION"), hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against MCCORD CORPORATION, with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Dated: Ney Y o 4  New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, New Yark 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

McCO 
150 East 42 n 6 "  Street 
New York, New Y $ l q l L  E D 
2 12-490-3000 
Our File No.: 06507.00iB 3 1 2011 

467001 1v.l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 11327 

i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY SNYDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH DONALD 
SNYDER, 

e 18/02 

P 1 aint i ffs, 
1 NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Kenneth Donald Snyder 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York I0003 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7197 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S.Part30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY SNYDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH DONALD 
SNYDER, 

j 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there bei.ng 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. 

,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. Y*. *-I,-% 
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 Kenneth Donald Snyder 
WElTZ & LIJXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

D 
(21 2) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

2383-25729Y 

(N0042173-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 113279/02 

j 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY SNYDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX pm> 
FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH DONALD 
SNYDER, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND OFiDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York 
<IlJ ,2011 

Attorney far Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCG~VNEV & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Estate of Kenneth Donald Snyder 

700 Broadway 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

L -  

New York, New York 10004 ' New York, New York 10003 
' k  (2 12) 509-3456 ' AUG 3 1 

SO ORDERED, 

454-6634Y 

{ N0080939-I } 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, I.) 

! : IndexNo.2Y?3 I 12091W 
j 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SHIRLEY SNYDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH DONALD 
SNYDER, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND OIZDER 
-against- j 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 
8/79 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Kenneth Donald Snyder 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

D 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-7693 

(N0080939-I 1 

AUG 3 f 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

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: 

SHIRLEY SNYDER, AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF KENNETH DONALD 
SNYDER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S. ,  INC., et al.. 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor , New York sl; ,2011 

<?%T -.-$A,-- 

&,+ x k9*,;<.#n Lw4 dlJ 

J-"*Pdlp c". 
~~~ , . - A d  

Y J  
hco le  P. W e s s e l m ,  Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Kenneth Donald Snyder 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 
/!i:jj'; 3 1 2011 

L E R ~ S  OFF\CE SO ORDERED, 
*m'r c &WORK 

2082-10042 

{N0080939-I} 

AUG 1 92011 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 3/3 Date: 8/5/2011 11:05:04 AM 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC. 

Index N K G  
105917 4 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Pert 30 

Defendant@). 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

surmnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tu Civil Praclice Law and Rules 

632 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant FULTON BOILER WORKS 

with prejudice, and there bcing no apposition thercto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 
/- .- 

__I__.___._I-.---. ----- 
M. I-Ialbardier, Esq. 
, MCTIERNAN & MOORE WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULlON BOILER WORKS 

, I  2 Rector Street, 14th Floor 

F I L E D  
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

AUG 3 I 2011 

NEW YORK 

SO OKOERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

index No: 12191 1/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD KANIA 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 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 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\u ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I 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 

SO ORDERED, 
Hdler  

F I L E D  (212) 521&400 

US-ACTIVE-106677302.1 A U G l  92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 122434/02 
! 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MATTHEW DANIEL ZUREK AND STELLA 
ZUREK, 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

! 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. 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Matthew Daniel Zurek and Stella Zu 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 OOOq L 

/ P 
‘ 

3 I 2011 
(212) 558-5500 

COUNn CLERK‘S 
NEW YORK 

A U G ~  9?n1’ 
1235-1 5979 

(212) 509-3456 

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 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122434/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MATTHEW DANIEL ZUREK AND STELLA 
Z U E K ,  

Plaintiffs, 
: NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 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. 

,2011 

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

* 

Attorney f i r  Plaintiffs 
Matthew Daniel Zurek and Stella Zurek 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  P - "  (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

~ AUG 3 1 2011 -i 

SO ORDERED, 

{ N0042173-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.AS, Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 122434102 
! MATTHEW DANIEL ZUREK AND STELLA 

ZUREK, 
Plaintiffs, 

! NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S,, INC., el al., 
Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y , New York ffi ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Matthew Daniel Zurek and Stella Zu 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 F I L E Q  (212) 509-3456 

' i \  . c  l w -  I hUC 3 20'' 
..c 

SO ORDERED, 
OFFIGE 

cOuNoNEw W R K  
1122-20101 

(N0080939-1) 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122434/02 
/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MATTHEW DANIEL ZUREK AND STELLA 
ZUREK, 

Plaintiffs, 
! NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New Yor , New York Kh ,2011 

Kerryann Cook, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Matthew Daniel Zurek and Stella Zurek 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

454-7605 

(N0080939-1} 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i I n d e x N o  
JUNE A. KING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CONLEY M. KING, AND JUNE A. 
KING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

10 1 779/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
11/4 ,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Conley M. King 
WEITI, & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

D SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
(NOOX0939-I) AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFtCE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT E. DOYLE 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 123166/02 

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 

81 Ib ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(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 

. F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06683669 1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



This Document Relates To: 

LORETTA O'BRIEN, as Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN O'BRIEN, and LORETTA O'BRIEN, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 
I 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 123323-02 

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 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. 

Dated: 1% \ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Keith M. O'Connor 
Braaten & Pascarell$!!f?' MWQ&& CLERNS 
Attorney for Defendant 
INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

AUG 1 920111 



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.) 

i Index Nofl4&iii> 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNE A. KING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CONLEY M. KING, AND JUNE A. 
KING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

10 1779/03 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Q p  ,2011 

-?*@- 

\ Michele J. Mitflernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Conley M. King 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P. 
700 Broadway 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
(N0080939-I ] AMG 3 1 201t 

COUNTY CLERKS- 
NEW,YOM 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNE A, KING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CONLEY M. KING, AND JUNE A. 
KING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nfl- 
1 0 1779/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
8pIT ,2011 

I 
Carobl-f&npesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

- 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Conley M. King 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

ew York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 00 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25900M 

(NO0421 73-1 ] 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNE A. KING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF CONLEY M. KING, AND JUNE A. 
KING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N f l m  
10 1779/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORRER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
q o  ,2011 

Kenyan 
Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Conley M. Kin 

MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 

: 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 454-8247Mi D 
(N0080939-1} AUG 3 f 2021 

COUNTY CLERK'S 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 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125058/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN MORGAN 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 

91Ib 1 2011 

w.i- (/4 --..4\ 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h F L. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. '"**;c" ?" -5 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \-> \ \  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2011 

US-ACTIVE-106642895 1 
COUNTY CLERK'S 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCmL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No: 125551/02 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES MlMS 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 

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 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

York, New York 10022 

D (21 2) 558-5500 

F I L E  .. 
LUG 3 1 "" 

SO ORDERED, 'I ' c 

ERKS OF- 
cOuflfl~i yORK 

USJCTIVE-106641306 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 

ARLENE RUSH, as Executrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM J. SWANSON, and ARLENE RUSH, as the 
Executrix for the Estate of GRACE L SWANSON 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125907/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience W a  BMt, he., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. flwa Adience, Inc. W a  BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. fMa BMT, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

1 opwoo Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named ws Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. flwa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River R o d  
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.87421 F I L E D , :  (914) 345-7301 

AUG 3 1 2011 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



SWANSON, 
: NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
: MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiff(s), 

: Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, d. . 

__________________I_11_____________11_1_---------------------~- x 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 

CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York x\u L7, 2 0 1 1  

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. 

By: 6wa By: 
E. Richmond, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40h Street 
New York, New York 10018 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 302-2400 

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 
SHERRY KLEiN HElTLER 

\ 
AUG 1 6  2011 \ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF Nl5W YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES A. ROBINETT 

This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1268 12/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. fk/a  BMI; hereby request summasy judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 
Premier Refractories, Inc. fMa 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. fMa 

Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. / 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintif@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc,, 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



RALPH COLON, 
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 -------------"---______ll_r_rrr_rllrlr__------------------------------ 

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, N w  York 

I 1 4  I / t  - 
MarmretllOh .e&k 
MARIN GOG~DMAN, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintisf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Su' 
H a r r i s o n , N e w Y o r k 1 0 5 2 ~ ~ ~  L E D 
(212) 661-1 151 . ,  

AUG 3 1 2811 

COUNTY CLERK'S omcc 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY QF NEW YORK 

-- 

In Re: NEW YQRK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOSEPH SIGNORELLI, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 127007-02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGmNT MOTION AND 
OlXDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLLRAND 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, 

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: 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
& Pascarella, LLC 

ey for Defendant 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

&@ INGERSQLL-RAND COMPANY 
GO\)'~NL' yo* 2430 Route 34 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 

A U G l  92011 



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: 

JOSEPH SIGNORELLI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127007102 

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 

8Ilb ,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 

(212) 521-5400 i* 

F 1 E D 
AUG 3 1 2011 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

W ~ N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-lC6677931.1 



ARA NELL MURPHY, Individually and .IAN AIiIE : NYC2-X 
MURPHY, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES F. 
MURPHY, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaint iff( s), : Index No.: 10075 1-03 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. AND S. ,  INC'. (ARMS'TRONG : JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
C:ON'fRACI'I'ING & SIJPPLY), et al., ; ORDER 

Defendants. 
X _____l___"____"f__f_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 pre+judice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
\ +  4 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
b'rank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 N ~ W  York, NY 10022 AUG 3 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS 0- 

,' I , I (  



T 

From: FAXmaker To: JKBurb r idge  Page: 414 Date: 4/29/2011 4:11:55 PM 
. *  

EUGENE DEGANNES and JACQUELINE DEGANNES, 

Plaintiff (3) , 
-against- 

NATIONAL G R I D  GENERATION LLC d/b /a  
NATSOKAL, GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
( H e ! . t l  er, J. 1 

Index N o  
0 1 / 1 0 3 0 0 7  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTTON 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 AUTHORITYl hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R u l e s  § 3 2 1 2 ,  

d i s i n l s s i n g  p l a i n t i f f s '  complaint aga ins t  defendant  NATIONAL GRID with 

p r e j u d i c e ,  and t h e r e  being no opposition t h e r e t o ,  

OR13EREl7, that upon notice to a l l  co -de fendan t s ,  all claims and 

C L O Y S  Llairns  a y a i r i s t  deferiddriL NATIONAL GRID be dIld the sa111e dre 

hereby dismissed with pre jud ice  and without c o s t s .  

Frarik M. Ortiz, Es 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,%C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New Y o r k ,  NY 10003 

B r o o k l y n ,  NY 11201 (212)  558-5500  
(71'3) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED,  __ 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


SAM DONOFRIO, 

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. : im 
98/lll049 

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 
"I 124 , 2011 

ONAL GRID GENEFLATION LLC 
Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Attorneys for 
7 0 0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l r  X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
______-f______________l______________l__ X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSE F. FERNANDEZ and ARLENE FERNANDEZ, 

Plaintiff ( S I ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index N0C-P 

00/ 1193 94 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 
j 

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. 

UXENBERG, P. C ,  
f o r  Plaintiffs 

ontague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201. (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  
(7181 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 



. ’ ,  
i 

,‘ 

1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X -_____l lr__-- - - -______l___l__________rl_-  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index mhry 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

X -________ll---l-__________I_____________- 

This Document Relates To: 

1 19394/00 
Vincent T. Ferrone Sr. 

* e - - -  - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

‘ X  

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
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 k,New York +PJ---- 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON CO 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335.00001 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 L E D 

AUG 3 1 2fi1’ 

NEW YORK 
COUNN CLERK‘S 

SO ORDERED, 

AIJG 1 92011 
4581995.1 



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: 100758/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JIM MCKENNA 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 

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  (212) 521-5400 

AUG 3 1 2011 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

U b ’  - - 3  
AUG 3 1 2011 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 
COUNTY CLERKS O m  

NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 08639566.1 



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: 100758/03 

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 

g\lb ,2011 

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, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

Hon. Shm 

US-ACTIVE-106677767.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

X ___-- -______-- -______r____________cI____ 

SHEILA A .  JOHNSON, as Executrix for t he  
Estate of LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON, and SHEILA 
A. JOHNSON, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of PATRICIA JOHNSON, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

89 CIV 4059 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d,,/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 NATTONAL 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. 

ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

_-- - - - - - -______________I I_______________ 

- - - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ L _ f l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

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, &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 1 

Index No TG2I 
01/107774 
00/119375 

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 § 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 

ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 10003 F \ L E P klyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 

( 7 1 8 )  855 -9000  



ALICE JANE WAGNER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of WILLIAM A. WAGNER, and ALICE 
JANE WAGNER, Individually, 

Plaintiff ( 8 1 ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No .e/=> 
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 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. 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys f o r  

L GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
ntague Street New York, NY 100 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

JAMES P. SANDQUIST, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No: 100779b3 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US, fk/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, fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismisse 

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, 
AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 

ESTATE OF CONLEY M. KING, AND JUNE A. j 
KING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNE A. KING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE (--K%g 
Plaintiffs, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Q/ f , 201 1 

w *J++ 

Attorney for Plaintiffs \I Attorney for Defendant 
Tread we1 I Corporati on 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Estate of Conley M. Kin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
700 Broadway 

(2 12) 509-3454 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEiN HEITLER 1235-3340 

(NOOX0939-I } AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S QWCE 
NEW,Y ORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 124489/02 

ESTATE OF CONLEY M. KING, AND JUNE A. j 
KING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

JUNE A. KING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE /m 
Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

- Care-pesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Conley M. King 
W m z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, I.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo.: 1- 

JUNE A. KING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE -1 1779/03 ~ 

ESTATE OF CONLEY M. KING, AND JUNE A. j 
KING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., XNC., etal., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to .all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
$ / I O  ,2011 

-a,.\ % 

Attorney for Defendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Conley M. King 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York IO 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEifLER 454-8247M 1 * 

{ N0080939-1) AUG 3 1 2021 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F R E .  
NEW YORK 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 122489/02 

ESTATE OF CONLEY M. KING, AND JUNE A. j 
KING, INDIVIDUALLY, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JUNE A. KING, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE < .  
Plaintiffs, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C: & S., INC., el d., 
Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

f i  

Dated: New York, New York 
) 2011 + 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Estate of Conley M. King 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-3 D SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
(N0080939-I AUG 3 1 20ll 

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 _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ f r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

- -x _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

SALVATORE RANDAZZO, 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

00/119385 
Plaintiff (s), 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

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: Brooklyn, New York 

IONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montaaue Street New York, NY 1000 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

- - 4  

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 9  
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ _ l l _ " _ _ l r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ l r - - - - l - - _ " - - - - - - - - " - - - - -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Henry M. Now& 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 1 1494/04 

IO'/ I6YIUO 
125766/99 

0 

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, WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

4582435.i 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42'Id Street 
New York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 05335*00F I L E D 



, , . . - c  

MARTIN PARDES and EVELYN PARDES, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING AND SUPPLY), et al., 

Index No: 100782-03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMEMCAN 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 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($) 
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 

T7 L E Manasquan, New Jerse 
(732) 528-8888 

AUG 3 1 Zo1' 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

AUO1 92011 



I 

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X l________- -________r l_________l______lr l -  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. '  
I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Ho: 100782/03 3 
106 190/0 1 
1 19373/00 

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, 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
NewYork,New k 0 7 
Our File No. OK$I,~PL E D 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

AUG 3 1 2Ol1 
SO ORDERED, cau~r( CLERK'S OFnm 

NEW YORK 

4582438.1 



> -  
I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X _ -__- - - - - - - - - -__ l r - -_________l_r_ l______-  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

10644 1/0 1 
1 1938YOO 

Charles Plummer 
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 ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New Y ork, New York 
Our File No. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG" 3 1 Ira\\ 

4582442.1 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 REFERS TO: 

X _ _ _ - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ x _ r  

X ___I_-----__________----------__-__----- 

CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 

Index No. : 9- 
01/1023 14 
00/119383 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D M N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION 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 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: Bro 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
ERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 



MARSHA A. KESSLER, as Executrix for the 
Estate of TERRY M. KESSLER, and MARSHA 
A. KESSLER, Individually, 

Plaint iff (s , 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. <F 
01 101892 
00/119400 

-against - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 

NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

Defendants. 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - f _ I _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

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: Brookl,yn, New York 

f o r  Defendant 
GRID GENEFLATION LLC 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  
I 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OF- 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF ' r w  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS 1,I'l'IGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

ELIZABETH E. ANDERSON, as Administratrix of' : I.A.S. Part 30 
the Estate of CHARLES ANDERSON, and 
ELIZABETH E. ANDERSON, Individually, 

X __________________________________________--_-_-__------"*-~~"--- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 100866-03 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.0,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requcsts summary .j udginent in the 

sthove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE C'O. 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: df/, ! 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2)  S 5 8 - S S O O  

Attorneys for Defendan 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 I%&% 3 1 21111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

X _______________________________ I________  

JOAN E. BYRNES, as Executrix of the Estate 
of EDWARD J, BYRNES, and JOAN BYRNES, 
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.: 04/1C3727 
”%3/106686 3 

“8 7 / 0 15 6 6 2 
87CIV4473 
8 8CIV63 5 8 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/ NATIONAL 

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. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for P l a i n  

New York, NY 10003 
ERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
( 7 1 8 )  8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

(212) 558-5500  
AUG 3 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: 

EDWARD BYRNES SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 031106686 

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 

$Ill@ ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n .  (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 
(212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106676176 1 

AUG 1 9 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD J. BYRNES and JOAN E. BYRNES, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 
\ 

Index No.: 03-106686 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC CLERK'S 
Attorney for Defendant COuNrr YORK 
INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANP 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

92011, 



SAM DONOFRIO, 

Plaintiff ( 8 )  , 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, a., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.1(03/107991> 
m7mmF5 
98/113 130 
98/111049 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

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 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: BrookSyn, N$w2;;:k 
7 2-4 

AL GRID GENERATION LLC 
Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 BroadwaF & Eb 
New York, N :,O 3 
(212) 558-55 0 

A& 3 1 2o1l 

cm CLERKS 

SO ORDERED, &-- Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 
w y m  



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: 107991/03 

SAM DONOFRIO 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 crass claims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

%Ilk ,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 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, @ F I L E D  
US-ACTIVE-106663445.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ARTHUR EATON 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108964/03 

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 

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 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 

! 
4 

SO ORDERED, h* 3 1  'Em 

US-ACTIVE-106641298 1 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 CAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD DEVINE 

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 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110506/03 

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 

5qlb ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York I0022 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
ALEW YORK 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

THOMAS MULKERN 

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. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 110765/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 

dlb 12011 

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, 
* I  ' AOG 3 1 "" 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD JEMIOLO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 1829/03 

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 

alrtp ,2011 

WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C.W.  *' -'' 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 2, I Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106683892.1 



SUPREME 1 U F THE TE OF I E\ I 'ORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS DESIST0 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1930/03 

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 

g l b  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26' FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  
(21 2) 521 -5400 1- 3 2Q2' Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106674677.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM SELMENSBERGER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

Index No: 1 13556/03 

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 lb  ,2011 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
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 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106642920 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY DOBIES 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 3953103 

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. 

Frank Ortiz, Esa. w”..+-a 
1 

Christopher W. Healy, s q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Ad 
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 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 
r Hon. S h e r r y w  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f _ f _ _  - -x 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
__________I__________fr_____________r___ X 

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.) 

Index No . 

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: Brook1 n, New York 
J p q  , 2011 

f o r -  Defendant 
GRID GENEFATION LLC 

177 Montague Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000  

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 * 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0  



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD PLANT2 

WHEREFOREl defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115218/03 

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 

B(1cp ,2011 

'phi'*.*" 7 y . h  

Frank Ortit, Esq. -% %\ 

WEITZ 8 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 F I L E D  

SO ORDERED, 

. ",ERK'S OFFICE 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
<- 

MICHAEL LAING, 

Plaintiff(s), 

magainst- 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 
STANDARD, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No: 116324-03 

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 

T U N E  US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Keith M. O’Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732)528-8888 \ L E D 

SO ORDERED, .: A ~ G  3 1 lo1’ 
i 



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____________ 

X ____l__-- -_____________________tfrr_____ 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

RICHARD W. MITCHELL, Index N o . Y S %  
00/109249 
99/122185 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et: al., 

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 all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the game are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys f o r  P l a i n t i f  
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

AUG 3 1 2011 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD MITCHELL 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: I17873103 

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 oppositian 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 /--7 
VI lb ,2011 

“a. ;z 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \\, 
Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. x 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. NEW Y W  

COUNTY CLERK’S OFF@/ 

Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26‘h FL, 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-1 06687859.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

REGINA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALOYSIUS KENNY and REGINA KENNY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 
1 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

205- 7 4 /o 3 
Index No.rW€W#W 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLLRAND 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, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintifqs) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY 

SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 

""? 19201u 



SUPREME COURT QF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

REGINA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALOYSIUS KENNY and REGINA KENNY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 
'I 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

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 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 

Keith M, O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLF' I L E 5 
Attorney for Defendant 
INGERSOLL-RAND C O M P ~ ~  I zoll 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New J e r s e m  CLERK'S oFFICE 

NEW YORK 

A U G l  92Olb SO ORDERED, 



This Document Relates To: Index No.: 120579103 

REGINA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALOYSIUS KENNY and REGINA KENNY, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
* Plaintiff(s), ORDER 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLGRAND 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. 

Keith M. O'Connor, 

2 w  Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant MG 3 
INGERSOLL-RAND COPkPANY 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 0873# 

CLERK'S mWcE 
ccJ$)T;Fy *m 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A U G l  92011 SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

REGINA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALOYSIUS KENNY and REGINA KENNY, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
* 

I24979/03 
Index No.:S%W? 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLLRAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendants, 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 

Honorable Sh"erry K. Heitler 

Keith M. O'Connor, E s q . F \  L E 
Braaten & Pascare 

2430 Route 34 

AUG 1 9 2011r 



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. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.fl-> 
89 1 
8 9CIV3 4 6 0 
8 7CIV4 4 5 7 
87/015566 

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: Brookl,yn, New York 
7/29 , 2011 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 
( 2 1 2 )  558 -5500  

ney f o r -  Defendant 
ONAL GRID GENERATION LLC @f Montague Street 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 

~\ lc  3 1 20'' 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

SO ORDERED, 



- 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALOYSISUS KENNY 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120579/03 

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 

d l b  ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

i : \L -ED (21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 20M 

US-ACTIVE-108677532.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT NIEDHAMMER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 120581/03 

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 l P  ,2011 f i /& 
Christopher W. Healy, Es& 
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 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, TILED: 
A S  3 1 2U5t 

CO@#Ed CLERKS ofFK# 
NW-YOW 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES F. SOLAZZO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 120585/03 

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. 
New York, New York 10022 

WElTZ 8t LUXENBERG, P.C. -Yff 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 (212) 521-5400 

Hon. Sherry 
SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106642984.1 
,.,. 



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_________________I I__________ 

X _-f--__________-----_r_______________l__ 

JOAN E. BYRNES, as Executrix of the Estate 
of EDWARD J. BYRNES, and JOAN BYRNES, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( 5 )  , 

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : &rd 
03/106686 
87/015662 
0 7 C I V 4  4 7 3 
8 8CIV63 5 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , 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 

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. 

AL GRID GENERATION LLC 
New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 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: 

EDWARD BYRNES SR. 

NYC 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102222/04 

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 

sllrp ,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 10003 New York, New York 10022 
(21 2) 558-5500 - (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

F I L E D  a ,  

SO ORDERED, "^  n I 

Hon. S M K .  Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106676190.1 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWAIU) J. BYRNES and JOAN E. BYRNES, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
F 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

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 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. 

O h E D  
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC AUG 3 1 2011 
Attorney for Defendant 

700 Broadway INGERSOLL-RAND &!%P~LERKS OFFICE 

SO ORDERED, Honorable w- Sherry K. Heitler 

New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 NEW YORK 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

A U G l  920114 



This Document Relates To: 

JOAN E. BYRNES, as Executrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD J. BYRNES and JOAN E. BYFWES, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

"against- 

Index NO.: 04-102222 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

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, 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. AUG 3 1 2011 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
INGERSOLL-RAND C 6 M g  W YORK 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

LERK'S OFFICk 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

A m  1 92011 SO ORDERED, 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

E210 COSTANZO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

Index No: 102902/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

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 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 Ill0 ,2011 

-@$ 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 2, 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 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-1 06683235 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 MACK JR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: I02903104 

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 

8Ilb ,2011 

%.* "+ %%% Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 2, 

(212) 558-5500 n 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

IT 



SUPRlEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

._ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
4. 

This Document Relates To: 

ROBERT PYANOWSIU, 

Plrrintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 103005-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

v WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

I 

RK’S OFFEE /Ed Keith M, O’Connor, A Esq. - NEW Y M  

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 



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___rl______________l__l 

X _______I--__________________I___________ 

LAURA FUCCALVIERI, as Administratrix for 
the Estate of FRANK FRACCALVIERI, 

Plaintiff ( 6 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

00/108353 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMF,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 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 casts. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 AN 3 1 2011 

coup~~y CLERK'S 
NEW YOW 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs lf 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK FRACCALVIERI 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105233/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

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 Ame 1 can Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Ellc, ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 

frank Ortit, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h F 
New York, New York 10022 & f E (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 (21 2) 558-5500 1 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-106687085.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_-_--------_________1_1________1________---------------"--------- X 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

EI,I%ABETH E. ANDERSON, as Administratrix of : I.A.S. Part 30 
the Estate of CHARLES ANDERSON, and : (Hon. Sherry K1 
ELIZABETH E. ANDERSON, Individually, 

--_--------_______I"____l__r_r_rr_______------------------"------ X 

: NYCAL 

in Heitler) 

: Index No.: 1 O5608-04 
Plaintiff( s )  , 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in tlic 

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 110 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clainis and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without Costs. 

Dated: il\(i I r  I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ 6% LUXENBERG, P.C. K&l, GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, < Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 F ' / & D  
(212) 536-3900 

AN 3 1 2011 
Caur\lTY CLERK'S 

YO& 



From: FAXmaker To: Suzanne Halbardier Page: 313 Date: 8/5/2011 11:05:04 AM 

X. /cases/FB W4634SAegallNOSJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O m  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
________-_*1LII__________l_lrlll________---------~--~-----"*~--- X n 2 1 4 7 7 1 0 2  & 
CHARLES JOHNSON, 59171 

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC, NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part: 30 

Defendant(s). 

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS hereby request 

surrunary judgment in the above-entitled ~ a s e ,  pursuant lo Civil Practice Law and Rules 

632 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant FCTLTON BOILER WORKS 

with prcjudicc, and therc bcing no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
/ .'- 

__._I---._ __.cI------ 

M. I-Ialbardier, Esq. 
MCRERNAN & MOORE WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

At tomeys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane 

Attorneys for Defendant 
FULlON BOILER WOFNS 

New York, New York 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

2 Rector Street, 14fh Floor 
New York, New York 10006 1 

m / / / 1 3 1 7 \ 6 0 0  

do 7 A *  A m i ,  

SOORDERED,- C: I-," ,. 

.. 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEV'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES JOHNSON and JOAN JOHNSON, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-105917 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

Ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

iereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are 

?/=I 
DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 

I 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorn evs for Plaint iff s. 

Worneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
I O  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

-Johnson and ioan Johnson 

New York, NY 10003 

AUG 1 9 2011 

J 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X 

WHEEFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, 
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed without 
prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, New York R/4Tll 

Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 
EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 

A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  Our File No. 05335.00 

AUG 3 1 2011 

W N T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG f 92011 

4582005.1 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VALERIE ZUCKERMAN. as Executrix for the . X T T T C -  A 1 
I\ 1 LNL 

Estate of MARTIN ZUCKERMAN, and 
LAWRENCE ZUCKERMAN, as Executor for the : Sherry Klein Heitler) 
Estate of THELMA ZUCKERMAN, 

. I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 
' Index No.:  1 1 1253-04 

* 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 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiir 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 pre.judice and withou~ cosls. 

Kanlt Ortiz, Esq. 
WEI'I'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. K&L GATES LLP u v 

F I L E D  
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, N Y  10003 599 Lexington Avenue I 

(212) 558-5500 NewYork,NY 10022 P;UG 3 1 2011 

Attorneys for Defendaiii 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

AUGl92011 



Henry M. Now& 
107 1 69/00 
125766/99 

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 NewYork Rrllrll 
Julie R. Evans, Esq. 
WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

EDELMAN & DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New York 10017 

SO ORDE 

4582435.1 

:RED, 



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: 1 1 1495/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN ANTHONY COMET'TI 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 

gllv ,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, 

3 F - 

US-ACTIVE-106641411.1 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM MCLAUGHLIN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: I 1  1496/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

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 

Sill0 ,2011 

% 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -3-- 
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 Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

i :  
. r  

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 3 1 2011 ) *  

US-ACTIVE-106677764.1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



This Document Relates To: 

WILLIAM EUGENE VOSS, 

Plaintiff(s), 

Index No: 11 1562-04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

-against- ~ 

A.C. and $., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

' WHEREFOE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

j ydgment 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 pre.judice and without 

costs. I " F I L E D  
MG 3 1 2011 

8 A 2  H- ' a m #  

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

700 Broadway INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY. 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

WILLIAM EUGENE VOSS 

I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1562/04 

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 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 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 

glib ,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 

SO ORDERED, 

F I L E D  
US-ACTIVE-I 06643067.1 

AUG 3 1 205t 

NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERKS OF- 

US-ACTlVE~IO6643067 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 

. ,  

This Document Relates to: Index No: 114183/04 

THOMAS MULLEN 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 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
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 

SO ORDERED, F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 201l 

US-ACTIVE-106642908.1 
COUNT( 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, 3.) 
Index No: 114255/04 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GERALD CARPENTER 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 I kp ,2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

(21 2) 558-5500 

'- AUG 3 1 tu'' SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 06883225.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CARL LUNDERMAN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 115493/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant American Optical Corporation hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

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 c)aims 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

slrk ,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 \ L E  P (21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, I"' a\lc 3 
GLEnKs Or-FlGE 

C0UHflNEW .(ow 
US-ACTIVE-106684409.1 



HOAGLAND. LONQO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NFNBRUNWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
WAMMONION. NJ 

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.: 115493-04 

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 Br nswick, NJ y ..[I, 

%&$e 
UONICA R. KOSTR~EWA, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4tto r n e ys for Defendant , 
<o hle r Go I 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaint iff s , 
Carl Lunderman and lsabella Lunderman 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

PATRICIA ANN RAMMACHER, as Executrix for : I.A.S. Part 30 
the Estate of RICHARD RAMMACHER, and 
PATRICIA ANN RAMMACHER, Individually, 

x __lllr_"_"l___l__rl_-------------------------------------------~- 

: NYCAL 

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlerj 

; Index NO.: 101535-05 
Plaintiff(sj, 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCI'S CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTlON AND 
: ORDKK 

Defendants. 
X __________11111___1__---1-----lr----"----------"--------------------- 

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 withoul costs 

WEI'TZ Crz LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s1 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dcfendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 AUG 3 1 20'' 

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 RAMMACHER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 101 535105 

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. 

/7 Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. c 
/ 

>hristopher 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 -~ Ir 

r (212) 521-5400 

3 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler CLERKS CXF- 
GOUN @YORK 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106677914 1 

AUG 1 9 2011 



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 
-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. :?-a 
0769  

89/13278 
89 CIV 4059 

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. 

ney for Defendant 
NAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
ontague Street New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

(212) 558-5500  
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

LAWRENCE J, JOHNSON NO OPPOSITION SUMn,,iR ' 
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 
-*\. 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
>\ & la ,2011 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby ' 

I 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Hden 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, 



' *  

HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 MLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

'1 
0 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates 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, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 05-102192 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
71dd-I 11 

dOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Worneys for Defendant, Sheila A. Johnson, as Executrix for the Estate 
(0 h le r Co. of Lawrence J. Johnson, and Sheila A. 

n, as Proposed Executrix for the 
of Patricia Johnson 

I O  Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

700 Broadway 



' *  
n 

i 

4OAQLANU. LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
30UKAS, LLP 
4TTORNEYS AT LAW 

qORTH JERSEY 
10 PATERRSON ST 
'0 BOX 480 
dWBRUN5WICI(, NJ 

;WTW JEFSEY 
'01 WLTSEYS MILL RD 
U T E  202 
IAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

SHEILA A. JOHNSON, as Executrix for the Estate of 
LAWRENCE J. JOHNSON, and SHEILA A. 
JOHNSON, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
P ATR I GI A JOHN SON, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. et at.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 05-102192 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

efendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ATED: 

DAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
JNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
torneys for Defendant, 
ihler Co. 
I Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
?w Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Sheila A. Johnson, as Executrix for the Estate 
of Lawrence J. Johnson, and Sheila A. 
Johnson, as Proposed Executrix for the 
Estate of Patricia John 
700 Broadwav F I L E D  



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: 102194/05 

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 

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 

glib ,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, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

- /  (21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 521 -5400 

F I L E D  
SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 zoll 

US-ACTIVE-106677703.1 



Tliis Document Relates To: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No.: 102 195/05 

WHEREFORE, defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., 
I 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and I 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES 

INC. f/Wa BECHTEI, CORP., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant SEQUOIA VENTURES INC. f/Wa BECHTEL CORP., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LANDMAN CORSI BALLAINE & FORD P.C, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SEQUOIA VENTURES IN 
New York, Ncw York 10003 f/Wa BECHTEL CORP. 
212-558-5500 

So Ordered: 

O~MhIl'CI~C)CS/Dl~CSNY/52043 I / I  



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 

NYC L 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102345/05 

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 ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 (2 1 2) 52 1-5400 

AuG 3 1 20'' SO ORDERED, 
CLERK'S - 

NEW Y m K  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN COUGHLIN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102347105 

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 

Blrb ,201’ 

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) 521 -5400 

US-ACTIVE-106883422 1 

hi, i Y 2011 



SLJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. NYCAL 

' (Non. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

J O A N  CHURCH LOBUS, as Executrix for the Estate : I.A,S. Part 3o 
of RAYMOND LOBUS, and JOAN CHURCH 
LOBUS, Individually, 

Plaint iff( s) , Index No.: 10520s-OS 

* NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
-against- 

* JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
* ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 13, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with pwjudice, 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: /l 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEX'I'Z & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
Ncw York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

i 
AUG 3 1( 201l i 

m u N ~ y  CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW VORK 

599 Lexington Aveiiue 
York, NY 10022 

) 536-3900 

SO ORDERED, 

CRANE CO. 

z 

I E 

i 

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: 

RAYMOND LOBUS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105205/05 

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 

SJ ~ c p  , 2011 

\u Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
\: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 (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

US-ACTIVE-106684102.1 



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, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No: 110031-05 

NO OPPOSWION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

X -r__-_l_tn___r___r_r----.---.r-r-rr----------"---"--------"-"-------- 

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 
b 

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. 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc,, fMa Ameri 
2430 Route 34 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

AUG 3 1 2011 

NEW YORK 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERKS a f f l @ E  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, S.) 

IN RE NEW Y O U  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

: INDEX NO.: 112590/2005 

: NO OPPOSITION SUM1 

____________......._____________________------ "----....------------------ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANK DeNATALE 
RY 

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

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 
Q!/o ,2011 

r--. 
i 

D m X .  Berqu&fIEsq, 5 
Wilentz, Goldman & Spitzer 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, New York 10038 

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, 

1639676-1 AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD JANCA 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 114081/05 

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 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 

All, ,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 

t L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, BUG 3 1 20'' 

C O U ~ ~ ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106683886.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LI'I'IGA'I'ION 

I NYCAL 
. I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Ho,l, Sherry Kleill Heitler) 

This Document Relates To: 

EMI1,Y 11, JANC'A, as Executrix for the Estate of 
IIIC'HARD A. JANC'A, 

: I I I ~ C X  NO.: 1 1408 I - O S  Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., 
* JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORlIEKEII, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clainis against 

defendant CRANE C.'O. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

WEI'TZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defwda 
CRANECO. 

h r  (312) 536-3900 ', 

C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, - NEWYORK 

rc Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  
PHILIP R. COX I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108 196/02 & 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEXEFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. fk/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 Adence f/k/a BM,  Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, h c .  fMa Adience, Inc. fMa BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

apposition 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 B M ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Qq/z / 
&<Hopwood, Esq. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. flWa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1914) 345-7301 
E r n  FileNo.: 473.87169 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN R. CANTAZARO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114151/05 

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 

SO ORDERED, 

(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

~ Hon. She . Heitler 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

US-ACTIVE-106683218.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT LORENTZ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114496/05 

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, 

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 

allb $2011 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. \\ 
%. Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

n 

SHERRY KLEiN HEITLER 
US-ACTIVE-lC6687327 1 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 



GERALD ELMONT ALLEN (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index 
76/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFOIPE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sumfnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintzfl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

. F I L E D  
e r *  

couplTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



11 1071/98 
1096751'99 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- /--I-- 

: NO OPPOSITION A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ad. : SUMMARY ~ D G M E N T  - ^ .  

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 

s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Attorneys for Plaintiffs 



JOSEPH OWENS, 

Plaintiff ( a ) ,  

-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NY CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index NoCm-3 
22431 

98/111038 
98/105232 
97/121762 

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: Bro New York 

Montague Street 
(212) 558-5500 Brooklyn, NY 11201 

( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 

c o ~ r \ l ~ ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 115563/05 

I.A.S. Part 39 
Won. Sherry K. Heitler 

JOSEPH OWENS, 
Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KOHLER CO. hereby requests Summary ., Jdgrnent 

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. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTlER 

AUG 162011 
BR-ROCK-2 



a 

1 

RAYMOND J. F U L L  and CAROLE A. 
FARREEL, 

Index No,: 115803-05 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, ZNC,, 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/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 8\\'\ I\ 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 

New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 0 
(732) 528-8888 

AUG 3 1 zoll 
Honorable Sherry K. Heitler ~~~G~CFFl~ 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



MERLE G. BURGIN (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

F I L E D  (212) 661-1 151 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFfCE 
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 LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 010645/06 

MARK WITTER 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 

%lib ,2011 

k 
k, * 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 A 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106686270.1 

D Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

HAZEL MILDWD DANSON, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of FUCHARD 
DANSON, and HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

' -against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 102335-06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Nn CLERK'S OFFICE 
WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, h e r e I @ & u e ~ ~ ~ @ M $  judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules S&tTah" 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 

Keith M. O'Connor Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY 

Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

9 2011 SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNWCK, 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: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of RICHARD DANSON, 
and HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et at., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 06-102335 

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' 

zomplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
7 /El {I 

AOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff@), 
ittorneys for Defendant, Hazel Mildred Danson, as Personal 
(0 h le r Co. Representative for the Estate of Richard 
LO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: AbU 20''' 

BV-SCOTCH-14 
. .  .- 



HOAGLAND, LON00 
M A N ,  DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
4TTORNEYS AT LAW 

lORTH JERSEY 
IO PATERSON ST 
'0 BOX 480 
EVV BRUNSWIW, NJ 

iOVTH JEFSEY 
01 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
U T E  202 
IAMMOmON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of RICHARD DANSON, 
and HAZEL MILDRED DANSON, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 06-102335 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

efendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
7 lw II 

I 
ONICA R. KOSTRZ~WA, ESQ. 
DAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
JNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
torneys for Defendant, 
ihler Co. 
1 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
?w Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Hazel Mildred Danson, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of Richard 
Danson, and Hazel Mildred Danson, 
Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 . 

Honorable y E f  Sherrv Klei H tler 



CAROL BAKER, as Executrix for the Estate 
of MARK WITTER, and BEVERLY WITTER, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff ( 8 1 ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 

Index No.: 06 103645 

99/122201 

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 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: 

f o r  Defendant 
GRID GENERATION LLC 

177 Montague Street 

Frank M. Ortiz, E s q .  
WELT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 E 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
(718) 855-9000 

SO ORDERED, 



CAROL BAKER, as Executrix for the Estate of : NYCAL 
MARK WI'l"fER, and BEVERLY WITTER, : I.A.S. Part 30 
Individual 1 y , : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

P 1 ai nti ff( s), : Index No.: 103645-06 

-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS Co., et a]., : 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 

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 and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with pwjudice and without costs. 

Dated : A 6 l L  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attoriieys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 

599 Lexington Aveii~ie ; F I L E D  
(212) 558-5500 rk,NY 10022 AUG 3 1 2011 

6-3900 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIe 

SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Yl 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD FLOWERS 

RK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 104363106 

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, 2Bth FL. 
New York. New York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

USLACTIVE-106E83E85. 1 



This Docunient Relates To: 

BARBARA A. FLOWERS, as Executrix for the 
Estate ofDONALD C. FLOWERS, and BARBARA : (Hon. Sherry Klei 
A. FLOWERS, Individually, 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

SUPREME COIJKT OF 'HIE  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Heitler) 

Index No.: 104363-06 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., : .JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ________________________________________--------_-----_---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suniinary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CRANE C'O. 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. 

WE1'1'% & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(212) 558-5500 

K&L, GATES LLP c/" 

Attorneys CRANE CO. for Defendant , F I L E D  
599 L,exington Avende 
New York, N Y  10022 
(212) 536-3900 CLERK'S OFFICE 

c o u N ~ ~ v q  YORK 
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 92011 



MARTIN WHITE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.C. and S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No: 107014l06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., 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 

T U N E  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  
AuG 3 201' 

Q'-c;y;;F= 

Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 

NYCAL 
1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: index No: 107623/06 

GlOVANNl LATTANZIO 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 (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 
(21 2) 558-5500 / (212) 521-5400 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106895995.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TIUVIS M. YOUNGER 

Index No-39710 1 ; 

v 
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: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 

1630756 

AUG 1 92011 



TRAVIS M. YOUNGER (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

York 0 8. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERE 

,qfidL</ 
Marg t J. L zkiewicz, Esq. 
MARIN GObDMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

hTELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUFfp/ CLERK'S OFF= 
NEW YORK 



536.10566/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NY CAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0  

(Honorable Sherry K-ein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

: Index No.: 1 0 5 0 5 4 / 0 2  
TRAVIS M. YOUNGER, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
: (May 2011 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

LTNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
3t al., : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, her 

requests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant 

b! 

t o  

livil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lornplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

xejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a l l  co-defendants, all claims and 

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

;am@ are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

ittorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
lew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P.O. Box 438  
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

0 ORDEmD, 



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, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

q.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY., 
et al, 

# Defendants. 

Index No.: 107899-06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 
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 

TNGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

c 

CLERKS m 
'couN-%w Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 

Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Route 34 
INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY 

anasquan, New Jersey 08736 

SO ORDERED, 

costs. 

r 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

MARTIN SlMUNOVlCH 

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. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107899/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Dated: New York, New York 

SI119 12011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %\+**'q "" 

\,\".r Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

/---I 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-IO6677940 1 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

,(212) 521 -5400 

AUG 1 92011 



From: FAXmaker To: John Burbridge Page: 2/4 Date: 4/29/2011 4:11:54 PM 
1 1  

JOANN KARALES and SUSAN PAVACSC, as Co- 
Executrices for the Estate of ANTHONY 
LAMANO, and ROSE LAMANO, Individually, 

Plaintiff ( 8 )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL G R I D ,  et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. ) 

NO OPPOSITION 
B-RY JUDGMENT 
MOTION Q RDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID G E N E U T I O N  LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ('NATIONAL GRID")  I 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 plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and the re  being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that  upon no t i ce  to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c o s t s .  

D a t e d :  B rook lm,  New York 

far-  Defendant 

(718) 855-9000 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 'P.C. 
Attorneys ror Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 

.... 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0- 
NEW YORK 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information, visit: http:/hyww.gfi.com 

http:/hyww.gfi.com


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE W. HISCHE AND MARTXNA L. 
HISCHE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et a/., 

Defendants. ! I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F F Q  
NEW YORK 

M c G r w m  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 
(212) 558-5500 -~ "" 

SHERRY KLEIN HEiTLER 

{N0083640-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190125/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE W. HISCHE AND MARTINA L. 
HISCHE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Ca., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ILE 

I 

Matthew D. #mpar, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant ey for Plaintiffs 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

GeorgeW. Hische and Martina L. Hische 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-8797 

E kl E ici w 5c' E( 1, E / pJ y E 4 'F 1, $.: 

{N0083640-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i I n d e x N o m  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE W. HISCHE AND MARTINA L. 
HISCHE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: ew Yor , New York 
Quauc"iio,2011 

I b  

Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

GeorgeW. Hische and Martha L. Hische 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1158 

(NO0421 73-1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE W. HISCHE AND MARTINA L. 
HISCHE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et at., 
Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 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. 

W 

COUNTY CLERK’S OF- 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGETI, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

George W. Hische and Martha L. Hische 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

112 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 
{N0083640-1} 



S JPRE E CO JRT OF THE ST 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TE OF NE1 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN 6. LAMB0 

YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109588/06 

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 d l l p  12011 @/fl 
ristopherw. 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, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

AUG 1 92011 



I 

HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEV'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: 

CAROLINE K. FREDERICK, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOHN R. FREDERICK, and CAROLINE K. 
FREDERICK, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 109589-06 

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 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

5 0  ORDERED: - 

AUG 1 92011 

/ z . z j L 7 z &  
MATTHEW MACINTYRE, ESQ. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Caroline K. Frederick, as Executrix for the 
Estate of John R. Frederick, and Caroline K. 
Frederick, Individually 

BV-STAND-8 
v 

- . ~. 



S PREME 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: 1 10977/06 

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 

slrv ,2011 

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, 

(212) 521-5400 e 
Hon. Sherry K. Hei t lb  

F f L E D  
mG 3 t 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF 'THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF: NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_*111__1"__1__"1_1_"1-1111--"~1~------------------------------------- X 

This Document Relates To: 

EVELYN M. HARCROW, as Executrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH M. HARCKOW SR., and 
EVELYN M. HARCROW, Individually, 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 1 10978-06 
Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUC'I'S, INC'., et al., 

Defend ants . 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in  thc I 
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 110 

opposition thereto, 
I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 8 I/< /I 1 

WElTL & LUXENBERG, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022 AUG 3 ? 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH HARCROW SR. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 110978/06 

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. 

Dated: New York, New York 

SJIb ,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 
(21 2) 558-5500 

York 10022 

F I L E D  a 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-I 06683858.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAY C. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

TRANE US INC., f/Wa AMERICAN 
STANDARD, INC., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 112046-06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, TRANE US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

TRANE US INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ax&kst IsrZDJ I 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc. 
2430 Route 34 
Manasquan, New Jersey 08736 
(732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

. . . ~ ~  ~~~~~~~~~~ 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
_- 

JOSEPH C. LANG, Index No.: 112048-06 

Plaintiff($), 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, JUDGMENT AND 
et al., 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,, 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., fMa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

%-- 
Keith M. O'Connor, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
Trane US Inc., fMa American Standard, Inc, 
2430 Route 34 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jers p8P6L E D (732) 528-8888 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS wm 
NEW YoAw 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexN 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 105876/02 
Q&Fd 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
/ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

! 
I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
,2011 

Michele J. Mittleman, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

E D  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Conklin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York IO00 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER I23522 

CLERKS OF~CF 

AUG 1 9  2011 

iK 

(N0080939-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 

105876/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Co., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Co., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Patterson Pump Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York 
f/ll ,2011 F I L E C  

Tendant 
Patterson Pump Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Conklin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 454-52290 

(N0080939- I } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: n 
RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 

Plaintiffs, 

i Index Nd116037/06 d 
-against- 

j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S., INC., et a/., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, ~ 

~ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
V/b  ,2011 

r Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Conklin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 2082-1005 

{ N0080939- 1 } 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i I n d e x N f i G a  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD 3. CONKLIN, 105876/02 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 
; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT A. C. & S,, INCY et al., 

Defendants. j MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy 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 Y k, New York xp ,2011 
FI a 

AUG 3 I 2011 A 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Conklin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

p e y  fop fendan t  
ourter & mpany, Inc. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New YorkNew York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh&y Kleyn Heitler 

1122-22731 
~~~~~~ ~~~~~ HEITLER 

(NOOX0939-1} 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 
Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against I 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
x;'b ,2011 

l h  F I L E D  
I 

: 
F -  ' AUG 3 1 2011 

VAttorney for Iffendant 
Courter & Co pany, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Richard J. Conklin 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York I0004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry d l e i u e i t l  er 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

York 1 r 0003 

1122-538/ 

(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: 

TED CHOATES 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11612906 

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 * Christopher W. Healy, sq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 20'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Bllb f2Ol1 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

I L E D ,  
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2011 
COUNTY CLERKS 0- 

NEW YORK -. - 
USLACTIVE-1C6641379. 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD M. SOOS 

~ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 11 6681/06 

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 b  ,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 I0003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

- -  
c 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106612999 1 

h!lG 1 9alV 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 
In Re: NJCW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

+- 

DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, as Executrix for 
the Estate of MARTIN MICHALSKI, SR., and 
DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, Individually, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Index No.: 100021-07 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

i Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, T U N E  US INC., flWa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, T U N E  US INC., fMa AMERICAN 

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. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jersey 
New York, New York 10003 2430 Route 34 F~pt E 

A% 3 1 2011 (732) 528-8888 

COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW Y W  

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 92011 



WAGLAND, LchKiO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
W A S .  LLP 
ATTaRNEYS AT LAW 

WRfH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Po BOX 480 
WBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SWTHJERsEY 
7Ul WVTSEVT MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
W O N T O N ,  NI 

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of MARTIN MICHALSKI, and DONNA 
MARIE MICHALSKI, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. et al.. 

I . A S  Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 100021-07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

A 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
4ttorneys for Defendant, Donna Marie Michalski, as Proposed 
(ohler Co. Executrix for the Estate of Martin Michalski, 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 Sr., and Donna Marie Michalski, Individually, 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 

30 ORDERED: AUS 16 2011'1 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF- 
NEW YORK 



1 . I  

HOAQLAND. LONOO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
WAMMONTON, 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: 

DONNA MARIE MICHALSKI, as Proposed Executrix 
for the Estate of MARTIN MICHALSKI, and DONNA 
MARIE MICHALSKI, Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. et at.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 100021-07 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

A 

dOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Utorneys for Defendant, 
iohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Donna Marie Michalski, as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of Martin Michalski, 
Sr., and Donna Marie Michalski, Individually, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN M. KING 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100678/07 

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 

Frank Ortit, 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 F I L E D  (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-108883967 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JAMES H. MCELROY (dec.), 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, &., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 5 . )  

Index No. :$=& 
00/109408 
99/122190 

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 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: Brooklyjn, New York 
3 2q I 2011 

ey €OK Defendant 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

E 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
At t orneys f of P1 a in t if 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500  

SO ORDERED, 

D 



IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

CHRISTOPHER KANE 

I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 101422/07 

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 

glru 12011 

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 (212) 521-5400 

AIJG 3 1 2011 SO ORDERED, 
C~~~~~ CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK A X  1 g 2011 
US-ACTIVE-I 06683956.1 



4 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index NT-3 
1999 

107299/2000 
ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDTCH, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,?& 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8 -5 5 00 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 0 8 -02 [ ( 

KEELER-D ORR- OL I VER BOILER 

F I L E D  COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Siite $0 
Harrison,NY 10528 , = 

& /  

(212) 661-1151 - ' AUG 3 f 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S  OFF^ 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 ! (Heitler. NYCAL J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

, ,  

This Document Relates to: index No: 1021 16/07 

ANTHONY RICOTTA 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 I 

against defendant American Optical Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. j 

Dated: New York, New York 

81lb ,2011 

REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26th FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

Frank Ortis, Esq. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106842918.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NY C, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

PETER DlGRAZlA 

Index No: 1021 17/07 

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 

ell* ,2011 

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 1 P2f L E D (21 2) 521-5400 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF= 
NEW Y W  

SO ORDERED, 

US-ACTIVE-106678377 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C'OIJNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL This Document Relates To: 

' I.A.S. Part 30 CAROL GRAMOLINI as Executrix for the Estate of : (I-Ion. Sherry Kleill Heitler) 
PETER DIGRAZIA, 

Plaintiff(s), : hdex No.: 102 1 1 7-07 

"against- 

: NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: ,JUDGMENT MOTION AND A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendants. : ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgnient in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice l,aw and Rulcs 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 clainis against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prqjudice and without costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
A ttomeys for Plaintiff( s) 

Angela kdGiglio, Es{ \ / \ 
K&L GATES LLP " 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway CRANE CO. 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 New York, N Y  10022 1 

599 Lexington Avenu&: I L E D , 

(2 12) 536-3900 AUG 3 1 2011 

~ T Y  CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



ff 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GUNARS TRESS 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 102706/07 

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\Icp ,2011 

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, 26Ih FL. 
New York, New York 10022 

1 F I L E D  (2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 

SO ORDERED, BUG 3 I 2011 
HoniSherry k. Hdtler 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFrCE 
N€W Y W  

US-ACTIVE-1 06677956.1 



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: 102707/07 

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 

SI114 ,2011 

-%-" 
Frank Ortiz, Ess. 
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 

I F I L E D  
ME 3 1 zoll ' ,  

i r  

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

USJCTlVE-lW2761 .I 

AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPRlEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RF, NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal 
Representative for the Estate of DAVID 
BLENKENSOPP, and ANNA E. 
BLENKENSOPP, Individually, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 104633107 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

~t tomeys for w y ,  Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 227-7878 

a'%--- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DAVID BLEKENSOPP 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: IO4633107 

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 @  ,201' 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 2dh FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 n 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MILTON BURCKHALTER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108386/07 

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 

d l 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 

(2 1 2) 52 1 -5400 a/-*+ F I L E D ! 
(21 2) 558-5500 

' '< SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler AUG 3 1 2011 1 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-106878025.1 

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: 

NATHAN GLOWATZ 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 116794/07 

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 apposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 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 ib ,2011 

Christopher W. Healy, Esq. 
REED SMITH, LLP. 
Attorneys for American Optical Corporation 
599 Lexington Avenue, 26'h FL. 

York 10022 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

D B! LE (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2Q'' 
CLERKS 

COUN%EW vm 
US-ACTlVE.lO6683769.1 



SUPREME COURT OF TEE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

ANN SHAW, as Executrix for the Estate ol' 
NATHAN GLOWATZ, 

P 1 ai nti ff( s), 

-against- 

: NYCAL 
' I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Hon. Sherry Klein I leitler) 

: Index No.: 1 16794-07 

: 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 

abovc-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Kulcs Section 321 2, dismissing 

plainlift's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being n o  

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice Lo all co-dcfendanis, all claims a i d  C I ~ S  claiiiis against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. W 
Altorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, N Y  10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defen 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue - AUG 3 "" 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 536-3900 &RKS OFF 

7 G0UNONF;w YO* 

Heitler 

i 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURI OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__________________I_If_l________________-----"------------------- X 

IN KE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 

DIANE I,. KUCIEL,  as Executrix for the Estate of 
FELIX M.  JIJZDOWSKI, PA'I'IIICIA JUZDOWSKI, : (Hoti. Shcrry Klein llcitler) 
I ndi vidu a1 1 y , 

___rlr__f_______________l__l____________---------~-"--r---------- X 

: NYCAL 
: I.A.S. Part 30 

: Index No.: 1 16796-07 
P 1 ai nti ff( s j, 

WHEKEFORE, 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 prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Oi-tiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Y? 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(sj 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(21 2) 558-5500 

D Attorneys for Defendant- 
CKANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 
New York, N Y  10022 AW.6 3 f 2011 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S O F F ~ E  

NEW YORK 



: NO OPPOSITION 
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

: MOTION AND ORDER 

: Hon. Shmy Klein Heitler, 
: IASPart30 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., gt d. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear 

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to 
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the 

s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y 4 
WEITZ & L ~ ~ B E R G ,  P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber 
Company and Goodycar Canada Inc. 

7000 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

264 West 40"' Street 
New York, New York 1001 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 

Dated: New York, New York 

so ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CI7Y ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: N Y C A L  

GERARD0 RUBINO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a B M ,  Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, hc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BIMT, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa 

Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI, be and the sarne are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *.' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

&, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. fMa Adience, Inc. fMa EM1 
5 3 0 Saw Mill Rwer Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.82457 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FRANK and DONNA DEFRANCESCO NO OPPOSITION SUMn RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Ben. m i n  Moore & Company ("Benjamin Moore"), hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Benjamin Moore with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Bergamin Moore be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Brian Soren n, Esq. 
Attorneys for Benjamin Moore & Company 
McElroy, Deutsch Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Levy Phillips RC Konigsberg, LLP 
800 Third Avenue. 13* Floor 88 Pine Street, 24 Floor & 

1578400-1 



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: 100918/08 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
JAY EBINGER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

J 

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 

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, 26'h FL. 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 521-5400 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2fl11 

(21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERKS O F R ~  
NEW YORK 

US-ACTIVE-1 06645809.1 



Plaintiff@), 
"against- 

NYCAL 
1,A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190020-08 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT COWORATION f/Wa ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as "ITT CORPORATION" and "ITT INDUSTRIES, PIC,, 

Individually, and as successor to BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY and as successor to 

KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING Co,, Inc., and as SUCC~SSO~ to GRINNELL 
VALVE Co., Inc.," and its past and present parents, affiIiates and subsidiaries and its 

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), 

hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without 

costs, 

Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 1 

, 2 0 A  

Charles F w E s q .  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
WEITZ & LUXENBERO, P,C, MC@JIREWOODS LLI! ' 

Attorneys for Defendant 

AUG 

700 Braadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 1 6  2011 



BRIAN STANTON and MARY LOU STATNTON, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER ROTLER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X __r_r____________-____________r_________-----*------------""---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 08 ~ I ) [  I I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

MARlN GOODMAN, 
Attorneys for Defendan 
KEELER-DORR- OLI 

v 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 221-1151 IS;UG 3 1 2011 



SAMUEL OLSEN, 
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 --_______________rr_~----------------------~~~~-~--------------------~ 

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, I 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 08.0 1. I I 

. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED 

MARTN GOODMAN, L 
Attorneys for 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 1 .   OF I L E D 
Harrison,NY 10528 . ~ 

AUG 3 1 2011 (212) 221-1151 

COUNTY CLERKS OF- 
NEW YOAK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
; NYCAL 
I 
I I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 
This document relates to: I 

! Index No.: 190100/08 
I 
I 
I 
I 

JOHN P. EGAN AND EILEEN EGAN, 

Plaintifqs) I NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

AMEC CONSTRUCTION MGMT INC,. et al., 

Defendant(s) . m I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RCH Newco 11, LLC, formerly known as Robertson Ceco 

Corporation an alleged successor to H.H. Robertson Company, hereinafter refmed to as H.H. 

Robertson Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled we ,  pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, H.H. 

Robertson Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, H.H. Robertson Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
D - 

Michele J. Mitileman, Esq, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
H.H. Robertson Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 1 

SO ORDERED, 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPIT 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
John P. Egan 
1 10 William Street 
New York, New York 1003 

1505-0618 

{N0090140~1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
l___________l___________r____________l__ X 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I______________________l___________l____ X 

CHARLES F. THOMAS (dec e ) , 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 

Index No- 
119609 

01/111229 

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: Bro 

Defendant Attorneys f o r  Plaintiffs 

F \ L E D  D GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 (212) 558-5500 
( 7 1 8 )  855-9000 AUG 3 1 to'' 

TY CLERK'S OFFICE 
H~NYQRK SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O U  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
INRE: NEwYoRKcouNTY 'NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS. Part 30 : (Heitler, J.) 
I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: lndexNo.: 190282/09 
I 
I WILLIAM PIPER, 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff& lsuMM.ARYJuDGMENT I 

ON AND ORDEB I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- 
AMlERIcAN BILTlUTE, INC., et d. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Hama~ote Company, Inc. hmby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pradce Law and Rulas 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

cornpaint agaht d&dant, Homsote Company, h. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 
I 

ORDEFUD, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims e t  

defendant, Homamte Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without Costs. 

I 

5 EARLY&STRAUsS on H-, Esq. 

A#omeys far Plaintiff 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 10017 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Homasots Company, hc. William Piper 
80 Broad Street - Urd Flwr 
New York, New Yo& 10004 F I L E D  (212) 509-3456 (2 12) 986-2233 

AUG '3 I 
so ORDERED, m ~ m  CLERKS OFFICE 

*WYQRK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK W IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

I 
I 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: I Index No.: 190138/10 

DONALD CONROY AND BARBARA CONROY, 
I 
I 

Plainti ff(s), NO OPPOSITION 
-against- I SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND OFtDER 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I _ -  .- - -. .- ._ _ AALCHESTERT.ON- COMPANY, et a L - -  - - . -_ ._ . 

Defendant( s). I I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Dap, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Dap, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New ork, New York 
,2011 

Carol M.Tempes%, I&. ' 
MCGIVNEY 62 KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Dap, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

EARLY & STMUSS, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Donald Conroy and Barbara Conroy 

New 360 Lexington York, New Avenue York 1 F I L E D  17 

{N0081875-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 

WILLIAM RAFFAELE AND MARIA RAFFAELE 

Plaintiffs, 

-V- 

3M COMPANY., et. al., 

Defendants. 
X 

Index No. 10/190168 

D.O.F.: 07/16/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Justice Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant HOPEMAN BROTHERS, N C .  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant HOPEMAN BROTHERS, INC. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

HOPEMAN BROTHERS, INC., be and 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New ork 
f ,x ,2011 

the same are hereby dismissed with 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, L.L.P. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP 

?-u3 % 
By: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Robert I. Komitor, Esq. 

New York, New York 10016 
(2 12) 605-6200 (212) 452-5360 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE QF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff@), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190179-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREE"ORJ3, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as "ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually, and as successor to BELL 
& GOSSETT COMPANY and as successor to KENNEDY VALVE 
MANUFACTURING Co,, Inc,, and as successor to GRZNNELL VALVE Co,, Inc,," and 

its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and SUCC~SSO~S 

in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ((LDefendant"), hereby request Summary 
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 1 
Signed by P1 'qiE 

Charles Fergu Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-5500 3 1 "" 
SO ORDERED, CLERKS OFICE 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Ameri 

NEWYORK 



Barbara Mazer for the Estate of Michael Mazer, Jr. 
and Barbara Mazer, individually, 

Index No. 10-190181 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendant. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant V e l a  Valve Corp, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  I 

AUG 3 1 'IMI 

CLERKS 0- 
EW Y a m  

Velan Valve Corp. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
245Park Avenue, 27'h Floor 
New York, NY 10167-0001 
212.609.6800 

Barbara Mazer 
Belluck & Fax LLP 
546 5th Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New YQrk 10036 
212.681.1575 

hJJG 1 9 2ow 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 10182323~ I 



, .  
1496590. I 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

XAVIER SCARDINO and ANITA SCARDINO, INDEX NO: 19OlS~-lO 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 3M COMPANY, PLASTICS ENGINEERING CO., 

ET AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant PLASTICS ENGINEERING CO. hereby requests 

s u ~ f n a r y  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant PLASTICS 

ENGINEERING CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant PLASTICS ENGINEERING CO. be and the same are hereby 

and without costs. 

74 2011 
I blew .York, New York 

L&y Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

c 

I L E D 
PLASTICS ENGINEERING CO. 
99 Garnsty Road BUG 3 1 2011 
Pittsford, NY 14534 

W-N CLERK'S mI@g 

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: 

ANITA SCARDINO and DONALD SCARDINO, as Co- 
Executors of the Estate of XAVIER SCARDINO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

3 M CQMPANYflWu .Minnesota Mining & 
Manufacturing, Co., et al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 190 1 84/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, CSM WORLDWIDE, INC. jlk'u Rotodyne Manufacturing 

Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, CSM 

WORLDWIDE, INC.,f/wa Rotodyne Manufacturing 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 CSM WORLDWIDE, INC.f/wa Rotodyne Manufacturing Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

m Dated: New York, New York 

Erica Cesaro, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

CSM WORLDWIDE, INC. f/ka Rotodyne ANITA SCARDIN0 and DONALD SCARDmO, as 
Manufacturing Corporation Co-Executors of the Estate of 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH 
77 Water Street, 2 1'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4814-0224-7690.1 



WHEREAS, Defendant TREAD WELL CORPORATION, requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs 

complaint against TREADWELL CORPORATION 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 

TREADWELL CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
80 Broad Street, Suite 2300 
New York, NY 10004 

SO ORDERED, 

CQUNN CLEHKS W F ~  
NEW YQlFQK 

00239966.WPD 



This document relates to: 

NYCAL 
I. A. S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 10/190185 

LOUIS JASON 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREAS, Defendant COOPER INDUSTRIES LLC, Successor-in-interest to Crouse Hinds 

Company ("Cooper Industries"), requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against Cooper Industries 

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 Cooper 

Industries be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

J 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 lth Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

S BEACH PLL 
Attorneys for Defendant 
100 Wall Street, 23rd Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

00239799.WPD 



-against - 
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSI'J'ION 

SUMMARY JUlIGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant FLOWSERVE.: CORPORA'I'ION SUCCESSOR 1N INTEREST 'I'O 

DUllAM13'l'AI,I,IC C'ORPOICA'IION, (hcarinaiier "Duratnctallic") hercby requests Summary Judgment 

in the abovc-cnt itlcd case, pursuant lo Civil Practicc Law and Rules Seclions 32 12, dismissing plaintifi's 

cornplaint against Ilcl'cndant Durarnetallic with prcjudicc, and thcre being no opposition thereto, 

OIU)El3ED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendan1 

Duranietallic be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs ta either party. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Patrick T i  in mi ns , ksq . 
At tonieys for Plaintiff' 
Levy IJhillips & Konigsberg, I.I,C 
800 'I'hird Avenue, 1 1 "' J l m r  
New York. NY 10022 

I I . ~ I _  I--_ 

Madina Axclrod, 13sq. 
S13GA1, McCAM131tIDGI3 SINGER & 
MhIION13Y, L'i-D. 
Attorneys thr De fend ant 
8 5 0  'I'hird Avenue, Suite 1 10 
lu'cw York, N Y  10071!: 



WHEREAS, Defendant ELECTRIC SWITCHBOARD CO. NC., requests Summary Judgment 

in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs 

complaint against ELECTRIC SWITCHBOARD CO. lNC. 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 

ELECTRIC SWITCHBOARD CO. INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

y*1 L E ' 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

McGIVNEY & KLUGE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
80 Broad Street, Suite 2300 

A\IG 3 1 20" * 

CLERKS OFFIS 
---- ~. 

GO'' N~MYORK 
SO ORDERE 

00239807.WPD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In re: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I. A. S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

WHEREAS, Defendant COURTER & COMPANY, INC., requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff's 

complaint against COURTER & COMPANY, 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 

COURTER & COMPANY, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for PlaintifS 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

McEIVNEY & KLUGER P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
80 Broad Street, Suite 2300 

F 1 LED 
SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 20'' 

00239803, WPD 



WHEREAS, Defendant CCX, JNC., individually and as successor to Hatfield Wire & Cable 

Company, a division of Continental Copper & Steel Industries, Inc. (“CCX”) requests Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against CCX 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 CCX be 

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
80 Broad Street, Suite 2300 

w York, NY 10004 

SO ORDERED, 

00239794.WPD 



1' lain! i f f ,  N O  OPPOSI'I'ION 
S U M M A RY 3 U 1 X  M ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

i n  tile abov+mitlcri ciisc, pursuant Lo Civil t'raclicc 1 .aw arid Kulcs Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaini against Ilcl'cudniit Durarneiallic with prcjudicc, and thcre b a n g  110 nppositinn thcreto, 

ORDI<RE:D, that upon notice tu all  co-dcfitidants, all claim and cross claims against Dcf'cndant 

Duroriiclallic Lc and thc S a m  arc hcreby clisiiiisscd with prcjudico and without costs to eillicr pmy.  

I la tcd:  NL'W Yolk, Ncw Yark 

AUE 3 1 2011 

COgf$TY CLERKS 
'' NEWYO& 



WHEREAS, Defendant Alco Products Division of Nitram Energy, Inc., improperly sued as Alco 

Products, Inc., requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintiff's complaint against Alco Products Division of Nitram 

Energy, Inc., improperly sued as Alco Products, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against Alco 

Products Division of Nitrm Energy, Inc., improperly sued as Alco Products, hc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Amrneys for Pla intv  
800 Third Avenue; 1 l I h  Floor 

GROSS, SHUMAN, BRIZDLE & GILFILLAN, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
465 Main Street; Suite 600 

AUG 1 92011 



WHEREAS, Defendant BP AMOCO CHEMICAL COMPANY, TNC. requests Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against BP AMOCO CHEMICAL COMPANY, 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 BP 

AMOCO CHEMICAL COMPANY, TNC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
Y / f  ,2011 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 50 1 
Harrison, NY 10528 

Hon. Sherry Kleh Heitler, J.S.C. A% 3 1 2011 

00239793 WPD 



WHEREAS, Defendant FEDERAL PACIFIC ELECTRIC COMPANY, requests Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

Plaintiffs complaint against FEDERAL PACIFIC ELECTRIC COMPANY 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 

FEDERAL PACIFIC ELECTRIC COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue, 1 1 th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG' 1 6  2011 

.G, LLP 

- 
Hon. 

MCELIOP, EJEUTSCH , MBLVANEY & CARPENTER , LLP 
Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
88 Pine Street, 24th  F loor  
New York, New YBrk 10005 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2Ol1 

* 

couNn CLERKS O F R E  
NEW YORK 

002398 IO. WPD 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO; 
Index No. 190196/2010 

RONALD DUMMllT and DORIS DUMMITT 

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., 

Plain tiffs , 
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants 

WHEREFORE, defendant, ALLIED GLOVE, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, ALLIED GLOVE, with prejudice in 

this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant ALLIED GLOVE, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

Edrnund K. John 
Attorneysfor Defendang I L E D 
Allied Glove 
Swartz Campbell, LLC 
Two Liberty Place 
50 South 16th Street, 
Phildelphia. PA 1910 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 MG 3 f 2011 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
I Index No.: 190203/10 

EDWARD KERN and JOAN KERN, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, ! 
et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORJ3, defendant, Taco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant ta Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Taco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Taco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, New York q/  ,2011 

3 L) C e m  
Attorney far Defendant 
Taco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Pa orney for Plaintiffs 
Edward Kern and Joan Kern 
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
800 Third Avenue, 13" F1 
New York, New York 1002 

(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 605-6200 

,.. .. . . SOORDERED, 
Hon. Sh 

542-1395 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, I C .  (improperly pled as Eaton Electrical, Inc., flWa Cutler-Hammer) 

Index No.: 190203/10 

EDWARD KERN and JOAN KERN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, &s successor in interest to Eaton Electrical, 

Hammer with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Cutler-Hainmar be and the same are hereby d.ismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

800 Third Avenue, 13 
New York, New York 10022 

rical, hc .  and Cutler- 

McElxoy, Deutsch, Mulvaney 
88 Pine Street, 24'' Floor 

c o u ~ n  CLERK'S OFFICE ' 
SO ORI)ERED, 

NEVU YORK 

14Y2!?75-1 AUG 1 92011 

i 
.- -1 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_r_______-_-_- l"- - - -___rl_________l l____-- - -"-  x NYCAL 
IN RE: NYC ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No. 190226-10 

WILHELM PRANGE and ROSEMARY PRANCE, IAS Justice: 
X r________l_lll"---"-_------------11111----~""-------- 

Hon. Sherry Klein 
Plaintiffs, Heitler 

-against- 

ANCHOR PACKING COMPANY, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant VOLVO GROUP NORTH AMERICA, I N C . ,  

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant VOLVO GROUP 

NORTH AMERICA, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

OFtDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defendant VOLVO GROUP NORTH AMERICA, 

INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Mineola, New York 

Perez, E s q .  
MAIMONE br ASSOC~ATES PLZ I 

Chyis Romanelli, E s q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway Volvo Group North America, Inc. 
New York, New York 10003 170 Old Country Road, Suite 609 

Mineola, New York 11501 

I .  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

10. 022 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

DETROIT DIESEL CORPORATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DETROIT DIESEL CORPORATION, by its attorneys, 
LAVIN, O'NEIL, RICCI, CEDRONE & DiSIPIO, hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, DETROIT DIESEL CORPORATION, with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

AND being that any alleged exposure by plaintiff is to products for which DETROIT 
DIESEL CORPORATION, does not have liability; 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant, DETROIT DIESEL CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

NOTHING in this No Opposition Summary Judgment and Order shall prevent plaintiff from 
participating in any General Motors products liability trust for exposure to asbestos from products made 
or marketed by the Detroit Diesel Engine Division of General Motors Corporation or its predecessors. 

Dated: New York. New York 

s Romanelli, Esq. 
itz & Luxenberg, P.C. 

New York,NY 10170 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway I New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

AUG 1 92011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
WILHELM PRANGE and ROSEMARY PRANGE, 

, , , - , - , , , , " , - - - l , l - l - " " - l " - " - - - - - - " - " - x  

- - - _ _ _ _ , " - - 1 _ 1 1 _ 1 1 1 3 _ - - - l - - l - I I 1 1 c - - l l  X 

Plaintiff( s), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 190226-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPOECATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 
TNC,, sued herein as "ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually, and as successor to 
JABSCO PUMPS," and its past and present parents, affdiates and subsidiaries and its 
predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), 
hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 
Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

+I. 

New York. NY 10003 7"' Floor 

j 

! 

I :  
, .  
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFW 

IN RE NEW YOFW CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RICHARD IUING, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190229/10 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, DB Riley, Inc., requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant, DB Riley, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

WATERS, MCPHERSON*CNEILL, P.C. 

- - 9 I 4;> 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 

SO ORDERED: \ I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 
, , , , , - - - l - 1 3 c " , - , - l " - - " - - I - I - x  1,A.S. Part 30 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
ALPHONSE MAGLIO, 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190243-10 

NO OPPOSITION 

X - - - - _ - - - _ I c " - - _ , - _ _ I l l c 1 3 _ _ _ _ 1 1 1 1 1 _ _ _ _  

Plaintifqs), SUMMARY 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 
A.0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al,, 

Defendant, 
X - - - - - 1 - l r - - - - - - - - - - - - l e - - - - - I - - - - - - - - . . " " - - -  

WHEREFOFU$, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f#a ITT INDUSTRIES, 
NC,, sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY" and "ITT CORPORATION," 
and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 
successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns rDefendant"), hereby request 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 
Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 1 
'Signed by Plaintiff: w 3 \  3. , 2 0 1  

Charle 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

.--ci5L3 

F I L E D ;  4< 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 201'1 - 
couNn CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK AUG J 6 2011 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RIE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT FUILATES TO: 

LOWELL COOPER and GRACIE 
COOPER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

VB. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190248/10 

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 Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 5SX-5500 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 102 I L E D  I 

(2 12) 227-7878 

n I 

SO ORDERED: 

%@!I?Y KLEIN HEITLER Hon. Sherry K1 



Plaintiffls), 
-against- 

A . 0 ,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al,. 

Index No.: 190263/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Han, Sherry K. Heitler 

I WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, TNC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER"), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
LC% 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. F I L E D  ! '  . 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SEGAL M~CAMBRIDGE SINGER 
& MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third &venue, Suite 1 100 

New York 10022 
500 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiffls), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190271-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as "ITT CORPORATION" and "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY," 
and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 
successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request 
Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant,. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 
Signed by Defendant: July 18,20 1 1 

Signed by Plaintiff: hd3, & , 2 0 1  

Charles Ferguson, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP 

Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7fh Floor 

iyilol'g 1 E, E D 'J: 

(212) 558-5500 

1 ', 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 f 2011 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

AgG 16 2011 



THOMAS THATER, as Executor for tho Estate of INDEX NO: 190297-10 
ROBERT "HATER, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

SAINT-GOBAIN AflRASIVES, INC., ET AL., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
J-uDGmm 

MOTION 

WKEREFORE, defendwit SAINT-GOBAIN ABRASIVES, MC. s/h/a SAINT-  

GOBAR4 ABRASIVES, INC flwa NORTON COMPANY hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled caw, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectlm 3212, 
dismissing plaintiff 8 complaint against defendant SAINT-GOBAIN ABRASIVES, INC, 
with prejudice, and there being no o'pposition thereto, it is 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant SAMT-GOBAIN ABRASIVES, JNC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 

: AKb/zClP!  2-011 
New Yo&, New York % 

k&(#&-& 
Michael 3: M&, Esq. 
HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys for Defendant 

99 Gmsey Road 

Bt LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway SAINT-GOBAIN ABRASIvx3S, IESC 
New Yo&, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Pittsford, NY 14534 

(585) 419-8800 

SO ORDERED, 

FBAED 



NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190335-10 

Plaintiff($, 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT INDUSTRIES, 
MC,, and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 

successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

! 

OWEFED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 I 
Signed by PlaintiE hdq- 3k a, , 2 0 1  

3 

GenevievgMacSteel, Esq: 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7fh Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F I L E D  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, A ~ G  3 \ 201' ' 

couNm CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, 
Defendant, 

- - - - - . " . - - " ~ - - . - - " " - . - - - " - - - - - . - - - - " - - x  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 190337-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEWFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION fMa ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as "ITT CORPORATION" and "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY," 
and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 
successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request 
Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs, 

Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 1 
Signed by Plaintiff: \f 4~ ,st 2 , 2 0 1  

J 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG; P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 1345 Avenue of the Am * 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

7' Floor 
New York, NY 101 05 ..I 

- AUG 3 1 tu'' 48-2 100 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 6  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YQRK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
ROSALIE GENNOSA and JOSEPH GENNQSA, 

" " " 3 - - - - - - - - - - - - - " " - - - - - - - - - - - - - " " - - x  

- - - - - c c c - - - c - I I I I I I I - " - " " - - - " - - - - - " - -  - x  

, Plaintiff@), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No.: 190338-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JtJDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEIREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPOlUTXON Wa ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as "ITT CORPORATION" and "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY," 
and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 
successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request 
Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

OTCDEFtED, that upon notice to sll co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 
Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 1 

Signed by Plaintiff: ~ J Q - &  2 , 2 0 A  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

aenevieve MacSteel, Esq, 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
71h Floor 
New York, NY 10 105 F I L E D * + *  New York, NY 10003 

(212) 558-5500 

AUG 3 1 2011 

NEW YORK 

(2 12) 548-2 100 

SO ORDERED, 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

kul; 1 6  2011 



Plaintiff(s1, 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

IndexNo.: 190340-10 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION flkla ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY," "ITT CORPORATION," and 
"KENNEDY VALVE MANUFACTURING Co., Inc.," and its past and present parents, 
affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, 

heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request Summary Judgrnent in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 
complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs, 

Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 1 

Signed by Plaintiff: huh a Y 2 0 A  

Charles F e r g w s q ,  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Y o r k , N Y l O l k  , E 
SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
fh Floor 

548-2100 . 

* AUG (3 f 2011 ., 

COUNTY ClJ%?K'8 @FFm 
NEW Y6WK 

1 6  ZOll 

! 

I 

! 

. I  A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY CORINO and 
ANTOINETTE CORINO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER) 

INDEX NO.: 190351/10 

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. 

dd/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th Fl. 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for DB Riley, Inc. 
233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 



Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AO. SMlTH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 
hfaclants. 

-----------------I--LII X 

WHEREFCW!,, Defendants, Wing Pretzel Machinery Corporation ( M a  Reading 

C~WP.Hann;an,Esq. 
KELLEY JASON$ M W W A N  
SPINELL1 & HANNA, LLP 
120 Wall Street, 30* Floor 

700 B d m y  
New Ya& New York 10003 

n 

i 
! 



NYCAL 
I.A,S, Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190357-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEmFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as “ITT CQRPORATTON” and “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,” 
and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 

successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request 
Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 

there being no Qpposition thereto, 
OIIDEIIED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 
Signed by Defendant: July 18,20 1 1 

Signed by Plaintiff: A,,, - a--. , 2 0 1  
J 

Charles e 2 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
?lh Floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES GUCK AND JOAN GUCK, 

Plain tiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

! I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No.: 190368A 0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i II_.---"._ ___-__--- A 

WI-IEREFORE, defcndant, The Nash Engincerhg Company, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Thc Nash Engineering Company, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hercby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

. -- 
Laura B. Hollrnan, Esq. I/ 

Attorney for Defendant 
The Nash Engineering Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

,-' 
- 

E D 
New York, New York TOO1 7 
(2 12) 605-6200 

n 
-"".." 

SO ORDERED, 

50 

N0038955-1 SHERRY KLEIN HEI'TLER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ARUNKUMAR PATEL, 

Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190370/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 424 ,2011 
New York, New York 

Chris Romanelli, Esq. ene Megerian, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL MCCAMB- 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

MG 3 1 '1011 

SO ORDERED, mm CLERK'S OFFtCE 
NEW YORK 



SIJPKEME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGA'I'ION 

'Ihis Document Relates To: 

1 HOMAS C'OYNE and SUZANNE COYNE, : I.A.S. Part 30 

Plaintiff( s), 

X _-"l"____lft_____-__t-----------------------------_--------_------ 

: N Y C A I ,  

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

Index NO.: 190399- I0 
-against- 

ALUMlNUM COMPANY OF AMERICA (ALCOA) : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION ANI) 

: ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests suinmary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintift's complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and thcru being 111) 

opposi tioii thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CRANE CO. be, and thc same are hcreby, dismissed with pre.judice and without C ~ ~ I X  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

K&l, GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Ikf&.ktnt 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington 

(212) 558-5500 New York; NY 10022 3 1 20'' I , 
2) 536-3900 

CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



Plaintiff($), 
-against- 

NYCAZl 
LA,& Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index NO.: 190399-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORlDER 

WHEREPOm, Defendant, ITT CORPOMTION f/k/a ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as "ITT CORPORATION" and "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY," 
and its past and present parents, affdiates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 
successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request 
Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. . 

Signed by Defendant: July 18 , 20 1 1 

Signed by Plaintift 2 0 L  

e?&- 
CharlesFerg , sq, Genevieve MacSteel, Esq, 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7fh Floor 
New York, NY 10 105 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 F I L E D  



- 
RUG-1@-2011 09:27 f r o m :  

Ta:163*912122272919 P. 3'3 

CRANE CO. 
, 599 Lexington Avenue 



Plaintiffs, I-hnorabk Sherry Klein Heitler 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing the plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant S LANl'/FIN CORPORATION, be and the same art hcrcby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Xilenir Guldmall a S[itzLrh P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
110 William Street 
New York, New York 10038 

Marshdl &on:.+-ay Wright & Bradley, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defmdant SiantlFin Corporatior1 
1 16 John Street. 4"' Floor 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 619-3444 

i 

m 



Plainti ff(s), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No,: 190415-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION Wa ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as “ITT INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually, and as successor to BELL 
& GOSSETT COMPANY and as successox to KENNEDY VALVE 

MANUFACTURING Co,, Inc,, and as successor to GRINNELL VALVE Con, Inc,,” and 
its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successars 

in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendanty’), hereby request Summavy 
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

i 

QRDEWD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without 

costs. 
Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 1 

Signed by Plaintiff: A,, O, 5+- a 9 2 o L  

& Charles Ferguson, Esq, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGUIREWOODS LLP 

j 

. I  
! 

i 
i 

I 

* 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas F 1 L E D’ 
7’ Floor 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190417-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEWFORE, Defendant, I n  CORPORATION f/k/a IT" INDUSTRIES, 
INC,, sued herein as "ITT INDUSTRIES INC,, Individually, and as successor to 
JABSCO PUMPS" and "ITT CORPORATION,'' and its past and present parents, 
affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, 
heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled 
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 
complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs, 
Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 1 
Signed by Plaintiff: 

-. * Charles Fer ~ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG: P,C, 
Attorneys for PIaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. 
MCQUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
13 45 Avenue of the Americas 
7fh Floor 

! 

New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190432/10 

DAVID DURK, 

Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 7dzq * ,2011 
New rk, New York 

m .  *. 

Chris Romanelli, Esq. 
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 4 F I L E D  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain COUNTY CLERKS OF,-,- 

SINGER&MAHONEY,LTD. AUG 3 1 2011 

fl 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 NEW YORK 

New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 

AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
VOLRERT J, PETERS, 

X - - _ - - - - - - 3 . _ 3 3 - c _ _ _ . 1 1 - 1 - 1 - - 1 - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 -  

X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 - - 1 - - e - - - - - - ” ” ” - - - ” - ” - ~ - - ”  

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190423-10 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION, sued herein as “BELL & 

GOSSETT COMPANY,” “ITT CORPORATIQN,” and “KENNEDY VALVE 
MANUFACTURING Co,, Inc.,” and its past and present parents, affiliates and 
subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and 
assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, 
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint 
again? Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs, 

Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 1 

OFWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

$igned by Plaintiffi h. ,,- d t ”  a , , 2 0 1  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

-- 

A 

Genevieve MacSteel, Esa. 
MCGUIREWOODS LLP a 

Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas, 7th F1, 
New York. NY 20105 - _ _  

F I L E D .  (212) 548-2100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
FRIEDRICH SCHEUERMANN and CHRISTEL 
SCHEUERMANN, 

X _ 1 _ 1 1 1 _ 1 _ " _ 1 1 1 1 1 1 _ _ 1 1 - - 1 - - - - - - - - - " - - " - - - - -  

X ~ l l ~ ~ l c ~ 1 1 1 1 1 " 3 " " ~ ~ 1 _ c - - - c ~ - ~ ~ - - - - - I I I  

Plaintiff@), 
-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190440-10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et al., 
Defendant. 

WHEFUZFOFtE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION Wa ITT INDUSTRIES, 
INC., sued herein as "BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY,' and "ITT CORPORATION," 
and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and 
successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendant"), hereby request 

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and 
there being no opposition thereto, 

OFWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 
Signed by Defendant: July 18,201 I 
S i g n e d m p e f f i  . -  &..t a $20 \ \  (-+&I J 

Charles Ferg n, Esq, Genevieve MacSteel, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MCGUIREWOODS LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 

F I L E D .  (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 3 1 2 0 ~ ~  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

- against - JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

A.C and S. Inc. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING & 
SUPPLY), et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, 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 Kaiser 

Gypsum Company, Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
&tQ Z d f l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

By: du By: 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD AND SMITH LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Kaiser Gypsum Company, hc- + -__ 

e amin Darche, Esq. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Tel: (212) 558-5500 

rk, New York 10005 
Tel: (212) 232-1300 

I.. 

SO ORDERED: 

4816-6143-6168.1 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant BLACKMER, by its attorneys, Harris Beach PLLC, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant BLACKMER with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OFWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant BLACKMER be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
A y A  17, aw 

Daniel Wa&&6rg, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway BLACKMER 
New York, NY 10003 ~ 100 Wall Street, 23rd Floor 

HARRIS BEACH PLLC 
Attorneys For Defendant 

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 100,OS 
(212) 687-0100 



2126611141 MARINGOODMANLLP MarlnCoodmanLlP 01:07:53p.m. 07-19-2011 

GIUSEPPE SEIDITA, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
x _-_----------___*_*__I_I_I_L____________~--------"-----"------------- 

WEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs 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 eo-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. 

PL.4 ,' &/, 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI PER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: 

~X]UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
ROBERT SEARING and ANN SEARING, 
________________________________________- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Index No. I9001 6/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
- against - SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

ALCATEL-LUCENT USA, et a1 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY INC., and its past 

and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in 

interest and their agents, heirs and assigns ("Defendants"), hereby request Summary 

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing Plaintiffs' complaint against Defendants with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendants, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated:New York, New York 
M d  2-7 % Y c (  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC LEWIS BRlSBOlS BISGAARD AND SMITH LLP 

D&dJV&serberg, Esq. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10036 

77 Water Street, Suite 21 00 
New York, New York, 10005 

(21 2) 558-5500 (21 2) 232-1 300 

SO ORDERED: 3 1 201t 

4849-1742-5416, I 



Joseph Martin and Doris Martin, Index No. 11-190043 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. Smith Water Products, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Parker Hannifin Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Parker Hannifin Corporation with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Parker Hannifin Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: 
,201 1 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 5th Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
212.681.1575 

Attorneys Richard P. for O'Leary, Defendant Esq. ";? I,-- 

Parker Hannifin Corporation 
McCarter & English, LLP 
245 Park Avenue 
27th Floor 
NewYork,NY 

AUG 3 1 20tl 

COUNN CLERK'S OFFIG€ 
NEW YORK 

212,609.6800 : 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 I1961079v.1 



This Document Relates To: 

JOSEPH CLARKE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190047-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

_- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against defendant 

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without cos . /P 

Attorneys for plainti s) 
800 Third Avenue, 13 Floor 
New York, NY 10022 

5 
(212) 605-6200 

_ .  

SO ORDERED, 

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
BRAATEN & PASCARELLA, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

WEEM MANUFACTLTRING COMPANY 
2430 Route 34, Suite A-18 
Manasquan, NJ 08736 
(732)528-8888 F I L E D , .. 

I 

1 AUG 3 1 2011 
3 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F R a  
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

P 

‘ NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS E. PEA AND JANICE M. PEA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190063/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 
.. - .- 

WHEREFORE,. defddant, Nash Engineering Compmy, hereby w t s -  f t t m m q  - 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Nash Engineering Company, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

I 

Gura B. Hollman, &q. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Nash Engineering Company 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas E. Pea and Janice M. Pea 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New York, New York 1001 7 

F I L E D  MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC 

AUG 3 1 Zot1 (212) 509-3456 (212) 986-2233 

505-0472 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HOWARD E. MARTY and VIVIAN MARTY, 

PI ai n t iff s , 

- against - 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
Successor by merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, 
COPES-VULCAN, INC., et al., 

Index No.: 190067-1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

NC. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and 

Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, COPES- 

VULCAN, INC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

claims against defendant, COPES-VULCAN, INC., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross 

2 CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ. 

Hodges Walsh Slater LLP 

55 Church Street, Suite 21 1 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel: 914-385-6000 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 

(21 2) 558-5500 
New York, New York 10003 COPES-VULCAN, INC. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HOWARD E. MARTY and VIVIAN MARTY NO OPPOSITION SUMM- -R 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
________."_-.._.____"__________________________r_..--.- .--~---------~ 

._ ... -. . . . . -- - -  , . . .- _ -. ... .. -. .. . . -- -. - .. .. -. . - . .. .- . .. . 

WHEREFORE, Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor by merger to Allen-Bradley 

Company, LLC (improperly pled as "Rockwell Automation, Inc,, as successor by merger to 

Allen-Bradley Company") ("Allen-Bradley"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Allen-Bradley with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Allen-Bradley be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation, 
Inc., as successor by merger to Allen- r dl 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 $ \ L E D  

w York 10005 AUG 3 1 '"' 
s OFFICE fl CLERK 

SO ORDERED, COJN @YORK 

AUG 1 6  2011 

1633863-1 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-against- 

CRANE CO., et al., 

Defendants. 

0 
*- 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part30 

* (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No.: 190082/2011 

: NO-OFPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
: ORDER 

Division of McWane, In,.” (“McWANE, INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant McWANE, INC. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant McWANE, INC be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Bryan * Belasky, Esq. 

U BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 681-1575 

Attorneys for Defendant 
McWANE; INC. 
One Newark Center, Tenth Floor 
Newark, NJ 07 102-5252 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST B 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY’S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE, 

against 

CRANE CO.. et ai.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190082/11 

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’ 

zomplaint 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 

Yefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
q L + f l L  

BRYAN BELASKY, ESQ. 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Paul Crane and Arlene Crane 
546 Fifth Ave, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 



Paul Crane and Arlene Crane, Index No. 11-190082 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- 

Crane Company, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OWER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Velan Valve Cop. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. F I L E D  
AUG 3 T 2011 

Josephfl, Belluck, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Paul Crane and Arlene Crane 
Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 5th Avenue, 4'h Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
212.681.1575 A /  2 1 2,609.68 00 

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 4 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, NY 1 0 167-000 I 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 I1961 137v.l 
1 920111 



-E. "F 
I *  

J 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ARTHUR MUISE and JOANNE MUISE, 
Index No: 1 1 190092/11 Plaintiffs, 

-against- - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, As 
Successor-by-Merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et a1 

X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ 1 1 1 ~ I - _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ 1 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc. hereby requests Summary 

Judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, 

dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc. with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejuW*.id 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
8110 201 1 

KARST & VON OISTE, LLP LONDON FISCHER LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Alfa Laval, Inc. 

Douglas von Oiste, Esq. g~tk p. 
19500 State Highway 249, Suite 420 
Houston, TX 77070 

9 59 Maiden Lane, 4 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10038 
Tel No.: (212) 972-1000 



Z '  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK Index No. 11-190106 

QUlNTINA CHECO, 

Plaintiff, 
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich 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 GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

A u s .  5 ,2011 

B Y W  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attomcys for Plaintiff 
(212)558-5500 

P a t t i  -Burshtyn, Esq. 

BY: - N-iy CLERK'S OFFICE 
L,* ,~.NYORK 

Patrick J. Dt#erU 
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER & 
BRENNAN, U P  
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
605- 9 g - t -  GGS[ 

(609)924-6000 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190106/11 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

QUINTINA CHECO, 

Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

MIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant MIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: €?//A ,2011 
New York, New York 

lene Megerian, Esq. 
%%n--- 

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 p y .  : 1 2011 (212) 651-7500 

eOUN-r CLLTEK'S OFF\=, 
SO ORDERED, NEW YoM 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



Plaintiff, 
- against - 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et nl., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOBDRICII CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich 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 GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

BY: 

ON, WISE, HEHER & 

(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 

Chris ROMANELLI, E s ~ .  

AUG 1 92011 
SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

VINCENT ASSALONE and ANTOINETTE 
ASSALONE, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

Index No.: 190114-11 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY, et al. 

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/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/Wa AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
I I 

I Erik Jacobs, Esa. Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. 
Braaten & Pascarella, LLC 
Attorney for Defendant 

2430 Raute 34, Suite A-18 
Trane US Inc., f/k/a 

Weitz & Lu'xenierg 
Attorneys for Plainti 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 Manasquan, New Jerse 

(732) 528-8888 . 

, *  SO ORDERED, 

20lb 



Walter Guthrie and Lona Guthrie, 

Plainti ff(s), 
-Against- 

A.O. Smith Water Products, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 11-190114 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve C o p ,  hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, I 
! 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
I 

defendant Velan Valve Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 5th Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

BUG 3 f 20tl 

-. ..\ 
Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. d 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp. 
McCartcr & English, LLP 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, NY 10 167-000 1 

I 2 12.609.6800 212.681,1575 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 I1956706v.l 



h 
e.. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__________....______------- " ~ . . . . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - . . . . - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ - ~ - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190117/11 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
________....._ "___________________I_____~~~~~~-.....----------~""-.. 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT MAYCE and MARIANNE MAYCE 
NO OPPOSITION SUMn 4R 
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 
h p c r  2 ,2011 

Y 

Michael P. Roberts, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

H* A, M c G o W ~ ,  Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New Y&k 10 

SO ORDERED, 

1614864 AUG 1 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MARIA COSTA and MICHELE COSTA, 
X -_-------_l--------f_________f_lt_l_tl__---------------~---------------- 

Index No.: 190 120- 1 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, FMC Corporation on behalf of its former Chicago Pump 

Northern Pump businesses, improperly sued as FMC Corporation, Individually and 8s 

Successor through acquisition of Chicago Pump Company and Northern Pimp C o r n p ~ ~ '  

(hereinafter aFMCyy), hereby requests summary judgment in the aboveentitled me, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Xdes Sextiw 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint agahst Defendant 

FMC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefckdants, all claims and moss claims @ 

Defendant FMC be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Ymk, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
Attorneys for Plaintif% 

KELLEY JASONS MCWWAN 
SPINELLI & HANNA, LLP 
120 Wall Street, 30* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
Attorneys for Defendant FMC Corporation 

SO ORDERED, 

N E D  
AD6 3 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE W. HISCHE AND MARTINA L. 
HISCHE, 

j L A 3  Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C ,  & S,, INC., et al., 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 

V 

COUNTY CLERK'S OF- ~~4~~ - NEW YORK 

Michele J. Mitffernan, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 

George W. Hische and Martha L. Hische 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Courter-& Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 - New York, New 

700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5509 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sheby Klein Heitler 

SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

York 1 

I12 

{NOOX3640-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j LA.% Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE W. HISCHE AND MARTINA E. 
HISCHE, 

108680/06 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C .  & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: J e w  York. New York 

J 

F I L E D  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF- 
NEW YORK 

orney for @fendant 
eadwell Corporation 

MCGIVNEY & KLIJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

George W. Hische and Martina L. Hische 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 

SHERRY KLEIN WEITLER 

(N0083640-1) 



i 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO% 
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: 

GEORGE W. HISCHE AND MARTINA L. 
HISCHE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 
~ 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

ew York, New York 
Kt-! b ,2011 

Matthew D. &par, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. George W. Hische and Martha L. Hische 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 A 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
AUG 1 9  2011 

324-8797 

S M R R Y  KLEIN HEITLER 
{ N0083640-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I , A S  Part 30 
! (Heitler, J,) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE W. HISCHE AND MARTINA L. 
HISCHE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- ! NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER A. C. & S., JNC., et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

~ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: ew Yor , New York 
(ju$k&lo ,2011 

R6bert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 

George W. Hische and Martha L. Hische 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

SHERRY KLEIN HElTLER 2571-1 158 

(NO042 173-1 } 



AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich 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 GOODRICH 

CORPORATION, s/h/a B .F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

Defcndant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

&3/, 2011 

74 

AUG 3 I 2311 - i t  

BY BY: COUNTY CLERK'S 
NEW YOW 

, WISE, JZHER & 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ambre Brandis, E s q .  

(212)558-5500 
BRENNAN, LLP 
2 Research Way, 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION 
(609)924-6000 

SO ORDERED E 
Hon. Sherry .Heitler 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: 

SETENANY ITEZ, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190139/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant, Dap, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Dap, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: ew Yor , New York i!ly&+ 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Dap, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 BROADWAY 
New York, New York 10003 

_> - 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h x  Kldln Heitler 

AUG 1 9  2011 



George Zachman and Arlene Zachman, Index No. 11-190140 

Plaintiff( s), 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. Smith Water Products, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: NeufYork. New York 
J o s e & $ / [ ~ l l  

. Belluck, Esq. 
Att@ys for Plaintiffs ( 
George Zachman and Arlene Zachrnan 
Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 5th Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 
212.681 M 7 5  

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 11961058v.l 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp. 
McCarter & English, Epl L E D 
245 Park Avenue 
27th Floor AUG 3 1 2811 
New 
212.609.6800 NEW YORK 

NY O1 %&#h CLERKS oppck 



Henry Apfelbaum and Judy Apfelbaum, Index No. 11-190156 

Plaintiff( s) , 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OXUDER 

American Standard Inc., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve COT. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: ~ ,2011 York 

I 

Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 5th Avenue, 4th Floor 

Velan Valve Corp. 
McCarter & English, LLP 
245 Park Avenue 

LboL E D 
New York, New York 10036 
212.681.1575 New York, NY 10 

27th Floor 

+- 2 12.609.6800 
AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

M t l  11956675v.l 



John J. Barrett and Maureen Bmett 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190157/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant AMEMCAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly s/h/a 
6LAMERICAN BILTRITE, INC." (herein after 6CAMERICAN BILTRZTE 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 AMEFUCAN BILTRITE 
INC, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same axe h 
prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

150 East 42nd Street 
New York, New York 10017 

File No. 13 139.00022 
212-490-3000 

SO ORDERED, AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OF- 
NEW YORK 

468 1 647v. I 

AUG 1 9201li 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW Y O N  CITY 
X "rr___l-"_""lrr-lll___ll___________l____- 

ASBESTOS LTTIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 19OlS7/11 

John J. Bamtt and Maureen Bmett 

WHEREFORE, defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as S U C C ~ S S O ~  In Interest to 
SIEMENS ENERGY AND AUTOMATION, INC, hereby requests summary judgment in the 
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 
plaintiffs' cornplaht against defendant SIEMENS INJlWSTRY INC., as successor in interest to 
SIEMENS ENF,RGY AND AUTOMATION, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agdnst 
defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as succes8or in Interest to SIEMENS ENERGY AND 
AUTOMATION, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Without casts. n 
Dated: New Yark.,New York 

Da 
W: BIT2 & LUXENBERG, PC 

E D B L W  & DICKER LLP 

SIEMENS I"NDUSTRY INC., 
as ~uccessar In interest to 
SIEMENS ENERGY AND 

150 East 42'a Street 
NEW York, New York 10017 
Our File No. 00965. 

I Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant 
New Yark, New York 10003 

ATJTOMATION, INC, 

F1l L E D 
SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S oIEFN# 
NEW YORK 

* U G l  92011 
4694394v. 1 



Plaintiff, 

-against - 
BORG-WARNER CORPORATION, n/k/a BURNS 
INTERNATIONAL SERVICES CORPORATION, et al., 

NYCAL 
Index No.: 190161-11 

IAS Justice: 
Hon. Sherry Klein 
Hei tler 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant LQ Civil Practice Law 

2nd Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Aefendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., with prejudice, and there being no 

3ppos i t ion thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

x o s s  claims against defendant MACK TRUCKS, INC., be and the same are 

iereby dismissed with prejudice and without costa. 

lated : 

Lance Perez, Esq. 
MAIMONE & ASSOCIATES PLLC 

?ttorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
700 Broadway Mack Trucks, Inc. 
Jew York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

._.- 



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 

Index No.: 190161/11 

JOHN J. PATANE NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR! 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation (improperly pled as Eaton Corporation, 

Individually, and as successor in interest to Cutler Hammer, Inc.) ("Eaton"), hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Eaton with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto. 

I I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

~ 

defendant Eatan be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC i +! 
700 Broadway McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & @pt&, a$ 4- 

New York, New York 10003 88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 LEB~s OFFICE 

CO~Nn$& .(OW 
SO ORDERED, 



Patrick Tauraso and Josephine Tauraso, Index No. 11-190167 

Plaintiff(s), 
-Against- 

Air & Liquid Systems Corp., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Velan Valve Corp. hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Velan Valve Cop.  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
3/10 ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003-9536 

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 4 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp. 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 101 
212.609.6800 g 1 \L E 2 1 2.55 8.5 500 

SO ORDERED, 

ME1 I1963020v.l 



Plaintiff, 

New York Asbestos 
Litigation (NYCAL) 

Index No.: 190167/2011 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 

NEWCO VALVES, L.P., et al.., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NEWCO VALVES, L.P., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to the Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, NEWCO VALVES, L.P., with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant, NEWCO VALVES, L.P., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335 
Graybar Building 
New York, New York 10170 

Our File No.:7162-95107 

Attorneys for Plain 

(2 12) 3 19-6898 

SO-ORDERED: 

AUG 1 6  2011 SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 



PEGGY JANE SMITH, Individually and as Executrix of 
the Estate of DANA "GENE" SMITH, deceased 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMlMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant GENERAL DYNAMICS CORPORATION, Individually 
and as Successor to ELECTRIC BOAT CORPORATION hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant GENERAL DYNAMICS CORPORATION, 
Individually and as Successor to ELECTRIC BOAT CORPORATION without prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant GENERAL DYNAMICS CORPORATION, Individually and as Successor to 
ELECTRIC BOAT CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: ( 1  
New ark, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
546 Fifth Avenue, qfh Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

EDELMAN 6% DICKER LLP 
Attorney for Defendant 
GENERAL DYNAMICS 
CORPORATION, 
Individually and as Successor to 
ELECTRIC BOAT COW. 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New 
Our File Number: 

SO ORDERED, 

4681215v.1 



Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS; et al.; 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 
X ___________--__-_________I______________------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL- 
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP s/h/a YUBA HEAT TRANSFER LLC hereby request summary 
judgement in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF 
CONNELL-LIMITED PARTNERSHIP s/h/a YUBA HEAT TRANSFER LLC with prejudice, 
and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against 
defendant YUBA HEAT TRANSFER, DIVISION OF CONNELL-LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
s/h/a YUBA HEAT TRANSFER LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: Albertson, New York 
4-J 7 2 ,2011 

MICHAEL P. ROBERTS, ESQ. ?WBdAS A. MONTIGLIO, ESQ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Yuba Heat Transfer, Division of Connell- 
Partnership Limited 
200 I.U. Willets Road 

on, New York 11507 
e No.: ESZ 020 PTL E D SO ORDERED, 

AUG 3 1 '2W 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIS  
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

--- 
E E F  NEWVOOKKKTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
EDWARD SADOWSKI and ALBERTA SADOWSKI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 19021 5/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant Strober Building Supply fk/a The Strober Organization, 

Inc., hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Strober 

Building Supply flWa The Strober Organization, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Strober Building Supply f/Wa The Stsober Organization, Inc. be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: h e r r  2 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

e’ opwood, Esq. 

MARKS, O’NEILL, O’BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Strober Building Supply fMa 
The Strober Organization, Inc. 
530 Saw M11 Kwer Road 
Elmford, New York 10523 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

X NYCAL ....................................................................... 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X ---l------__f_r"r-__---------------------------------------"----------- 

This document relates to: Index No.: 190215/2011 

EDWARD SADOWSKI, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DO=- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________"_1___-------------------------------------------------------- 

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, 

dismissing plaintiffs ' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPA.NY, 

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 
/ t Y & C T  2, Lo / f  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MASN G~ODMAN, LLP. a 
Attornqs for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED:, 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

hXELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 F I L E D  
AUG 3 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NYCAL 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates To: 
EDWARD SADOWSKI and ALBERTA SADOWSKI, 

X 1,A.S. Part 30 I l - l - - - l - l l - ” c - - - l l - I I I I I I I I I I c - - l - - - l  

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190215-11 

NO OPPOSITION 

X _ - - - - - _ _ _ 1 1 ” 1 1 1 1 ” _ _ 3 _ - - - - - - - 1 1 * 1 1 1 1 - 1 1  

Plaintiff@), SUMMARY 
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 
A,O, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,, 

Defendant. 
X 1 - - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - 1 1 1 1 1 - - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 1 - -  

WHEREFORE, Defendant, MARSHFIELD DOOR SYSTEMS, INC., and its 

past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its predecessors and successors in 
interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), hereby request Summary 
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 
3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being 
no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Refendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

Signed by Defendant: July 13,201 1 
Signed by Plaintiff: ;F G rp 3- , 2 0 L  

Genevieve MacSteel, Esq. Michael Roberts, Esq, 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERQ, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MCGUIREWOODS LLF 
Attorneys for Defendant 
1345 Avenue of the Americas 
7’ Floor 
New York, NY 10 1 05 . .  

- /q (212) 548-2100 FGILED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
X _ l______-__ -_____- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

This Document Relates To: Index No: 19022 1 /11 

Gerald Beers and Jane Beers 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEmFORE, defendant TODD SHIPYARDS 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 TODD SHIPYARDS 
CORPORATION, without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant TODD SHIPYARDS CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
without prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 1 b 1 \ 

B E ~ U C K  & FOX, LLP 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, New York 10036 

WILSON, ELSE , MOS OWITZ, 
EDELMAN& ICKE LLP 
Attorney for De endan 
TODD SHIPY gr RD 
CORPORATIO 
150 East 42"d Street 
New York, New Yor 

AUG 3 1 2fitl Hen. File No.: 04693.00396 
2 12-490-3000 

COUNTY CLERK'S O F F I E  
SO ORDERED, NEW YORK 

4088683~. 1 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates To: 

JOHN DELLARATA and MADELENA 
DELLARATA, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

: Index No.: 190248-1 1 Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

A.B. DICK COMPANY, et al., : NO-OYPOSITLON SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

: ORDER Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. liereby 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 CR+NE C,O. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

w York, New York 

e r  Romanelli, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

K&L GATES LLP 
Attorneys for Defen 
CRANE CO. 
599 Lexington Avenue 2QtI 
New York. NY 10022 AUG 3 

3 SO ORDERED, - 


