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ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defeodarrts, all claims and cross--elaims ag.::in~H

J'l"judice a:'!d without costs, and there being no opposhion thereto.

~::~,~;~~~,~P
YOli~~nAronoff. Esq, 9
rJfP;l.';'; AvC'!'lUC '

New Yotk, New York 10016
(212)682~7474

A!torneysfor Defendant N<:Jrth
A~,.;can Hogan().S, Inc.

SO ORDERED.--h:-~~~'C=2
Hon. Shj~m"-M6

Dated: New York, New Yorl:.
M&"'Ch2.2012

WHEREFORE. defaldant North American Hog:mas, Inc. (sued individually and as

S¢e At'.ached Rider - FULL CAPTlOl\

--=~--------

SEP - 6 2012

r COUNty CLfRKi£; OFfICE
NEW"VORK

md v.i1hom coStS.

defendant North American Hoga.nas, Inc.• be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

P1aio.tiffs•

MAXIMILIA.N SPRDlG and ANAUESE,
SPRENG.

3212. dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defeJ'Aant North American Hogtmas. Inc.• with

3M CQMPANY. Individual!l and as Suceessor t()

Minnesota Mining and Maa'Ufr.tcturing
COmpany. et al..,

judgment in the above-cntitled case, pursuant to N.Y. Chil Practice Law and Rules Section

SUPREMlS COURT OF-THE STATE OF NEWYORK
COUl\TfY OFN£W YORK
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‘FOLEY I 
FOLEY & LARDNEA U P  

July 19,20 12 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

90 PARK AVENUE 

212.682.7474 TEL 
212.687.2329 FAX 

NEW YORK, NY 10016-1314 

foley.com 

WRITER’S DIRECT LINE 

yaronoff@foley.com EMAlL 
(21 2) 338.341 3 

CLIENT/MAllTER NUMBER 
029155~0191 

VIA FACSIMILE - 1212-227-2919) 

Am: Steven HeIfont, Esq. 
Law Clerk to Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler 
60 Centre Street, Room 620 
New York, New York 10007 

Re: Maxamiliun Spreng and Analiese Spreng v. 3M Company, 
Individually and as Successor to Minnesota Mining and 
Manufacturinp Co.. et al. (Index No. 1111 90297) 

Dear Mr. Helfont: 

We represent Defendant North American Hoganas, Inc. in the above-referenced 
action. On April 2,2012, we filed and submitted to Part 30 a No Opposition Summary Judgment 
Motion and Proposed Order signed by both myself and Plaintiff’s attorney. Subsequently, in late 
May, we contacted the Court to inquire about the status of the motion. Justice Klein-Heitler’s 
Part Clerk recommended we write a letter to the Judge re-submitting the motion for 
consideration, which we did. (See correspondence of May 23, 2012, enclosed). My paralegal 
contacted the clerk’s office today and was told that they do not have a copy of the signed order. 
He then contacted you directly, and as per your instructions we are re-submitting the motion to 
your attention. I understand that you will instruct the Part Clerk to hold onto the document after 
it is signed so that we may come to the court and make a copy for our own files. We greatly 
appreciate your assistance with this matter. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BOSTON 
BRUSSELS 
CHICAGO 
DETROIT 

JACKSONVILLE 
LOS ANGELCS 
MADISON 
MIAMI 

MILWAUKEE 
NEW YORK 
ORLANDO 
SACRAMENTO 

$AN DIEGO SILICON VALLEY 
SAN OIEGO/DEL MAR TALLAHASSEE 
$AN FRANCISCO TAMPA 
SHANGHAI TOKYO 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

481 14357-9920.1 

http://foley.com
mailto:yaronoff@foley.com
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FOLEY 
FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 

May 23,2012 

VIk FEDFXAL EXFEFSS 

AUORNEYS AT LAW 

90 PARK AVENUE 

212.682,7474 TEt 
212.6812329 FAX 
foley,com 

NEWYORK, NY 10016~1314 

WRITER'S DIRECT LINE 
(212) 33&3413 
yamnaff@loly corn EMAIL 

ELIENTIMATTER NUMBER 
02915%0191 

Hon. Sherry Klein-Elder 
Administrative Judge, I d  Judicial District 
60 Centre Street, Roam 620 
New York, New York 10007 
Phone: (646) 386-321 1 

Re: M m i l i a n  Spreng and Analkse Sprag v. 3M Company, 
Idividwlty and EIS Succarsor to Minnesota Mining and 
Manufacrurina Co., et al. hdex No. 11/190297 

Dear Justice Klein-Heitlm: 

We represent Defendant Narth American Hoganas, Iac, in the above-refemwed 
action. On Aplil 2d, 2012, we filed and submitted to Part 30 a No Oppositiun Summary 
Judgment Motion md P r o p o d  Order signed by both mysdf and Plaintiffs attorney. It does not 
appear that the Proposed Order has been signed by Your Honor, and the New Yo& County 
Cl&s office has not k e n  able to lacate iL Two dd i t iod  copies of that submission are 
enclosed herewith. As the lawsuit is 0-g and we have 8 timely interest in h v h g  plaiutiff s 
Complaint against defendant North AmeTicaa Hogauw, Inc. dismissed, wc mpectfully r q m t  
that the Court mnsidm the enclosed Proposed Order as promptly as possibIc, We have also 
enclosed herewith a self-addressed stamped envelope and respectfully reguest that a signed copy 
of the Proposed Order be returned to us at the Court's earliest convmimce. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SEP - 6  2012 

bClOSsrreS COUNI Y CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

f 

JRCICSONVILLE 
LOS ANGEL€$ 
MADISON 
MIAMI 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_f_______"__f________I_________ll__f____--------------------------- X NYCAL 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Rei tler, J.) 
X l_r___________________1_1________1______-------"-----------"------- 

This Document Relates to: 

Coburn Miller and Diomaris Miller, Index No,: 12-190148 

Plaintiff( s), 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER Air & Liquid Systems Corporation, et al., 

Defendant( s). 
X l"______________-r_____ll____r__________"~_---------"--"---------"- 

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' coriiplaint against defendant Velan Valve Corp. with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto: 

ORDEIIEI), 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: New York, New York 

7- / 6 -  

-J-? LL) v /--- 
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxcnberg,'PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
21 2.558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp. 
245 Park Avenue, 27fh Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
2 12.609.6800 

SO ORDERED, -_ 

ME1 13717152v.1 



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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LORETTA SCIALDONE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
PASQUALE SCIALDONE and LORETTA SCIALDONE, 
Individually , 

Index No. 11 21 97/03 
1 1 1594/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: l h l  ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 1 1788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 02012 



. .. . . . . 

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. 190407/11 

NO OPPOSITION 

F. WALTER WIEBE t 
5 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 
/ 

DATED: &l-j 6 ,2012 

Broadway - 7th floor 
I 

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 02012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY M. BOVA, and ANTHONY M. BOVA, as the 
Index No. 127887/02 
102148/03 
1 16852/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, de ed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitl 

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

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

t to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: /2- ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY IO003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
JUL 2 0 2 0 1 ~  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK i'* 6 F 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK e 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LORETTA SCIALDONE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
PASQUALE SCIALDONE and LORETTA SCIALDONE, 
Individually, 

Index No. 112197/03 
I 1  1594103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 02012 
L 



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

sEp -6'  toft 
lJN7-Y W R N $  @F@g 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NEW YOM 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANTHONY M. BOVA, and ANTHONY M. BOVA, as the 
Executor for the Estate of DOROTHY T. BOVA, 

Index No. 127887102 
102148/03 
I 16852106 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

- 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

JUL 2 02012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HOWARD O'DELL as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
ANDREW DOYCHAK an FLLf r r K , 5 v i d y l l y ,  

Index No. 105654/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

4 SEP - 6 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BORG WARNER CORPORATION n/k/a BURNS INTERNATIONAL 

SERVICES CORPORATION, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BORG 

WARNER CORPORATION n/Wa BURNS INTERNATIONAL SERVICES CORPORATION, with 

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

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

BORG WARNER CORPORATION n/k/a BURNS INTERNATIONAL SERVICES CORPORATION, be 

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 n Attorneys Noriel Sta. for aria Defendant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BORG WARNER CORPORATION nlkla 
BURNS INTERNATIONAL SERVICES 
COR PO RAT1 ON 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 

ial Highway 
88 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 02012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK -i 

SEP - 6  2012 ! 
! 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION CQUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
W W Y O M  

~ *- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DEBORAH MCGOWAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALBERT J. MIRRA 

Index No. 108780/03 
100866/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: Q ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Eoggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

COBURN MILLER and DlOMARlS MILLER 
Index No. 190148/12 

0 OPPOSITION 
JUDGMENT 

SEP - 6  2012 Thj/OTION AND ORDER 

Inc. as successor-by- 

merger to Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

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

complaint against defendant, Borg Warner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to 

Borg-Warner Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

against defendant Borg Warner Morse TEC Inc. as successor-by-merger to Borg- 

Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

DATED: 

~~. 

Attb r ne y s for P I a i n t iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

A 

.2012 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg Warner Morse TEC Inc. as 
successor-by-merger to Borg-Warner 
Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

" -  

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH P. MCCORT and MARTHA MCCORT, 
Index No. 190286/1 I 

f F I L E g 3 NOOPPOSITION 
e 7 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

' MOTION AND ORDER 
SEP - 6 2012 

c 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest 

BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. (hereinafter referred to as "Borg-Warner Corporation"), hereby 

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

and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

Corporation by its successor in interest BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. (hereinafter referred to as 

"Borg-Warner Corporation"), with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor in interest BorgWarner Morse 

TEC Inc. (hereinafter referred to as "Borg-Warner Corporation"), be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: /7, A, 2012 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation by its 
successor in interest BorgWarner 
Morse TEC Inc. (hereinafter referred to 
as ' I  Bo rg -Warm r Corporation"), 

Dennehey, Warner, 
& Goggin 

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

8 Veterans Memorial Highway 
SO ORDERED, auppauge, NY 1 1788 

JUL 0 32012 



SEP - 6  2012 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 3; 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 11 (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HETTLER) 

. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

'- 
L. NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 

JOSEPH MIRABILE and ANGELINA 
MIRABILE, 
Plaintiff(s), 

A.0,  SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 
CO., ET AL. 
Defendants. 

vs. 

INDEX NO.: 190176/09 

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. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway, 6th F1. 
New York, New York 10003 

233 Broadway 
New York, New York 10279 
(2 12) 227-7878 b[z7[ c (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

JUL 0 32012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHEN P. MUXIE 
Index No. 11 1589103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the sa 

prejudice and without costs. 

Yismfed with 

DATED: f- Z G  ,2012 SEP - g 2012 
COUNTY CLEtrK'b OFFICE 

NEW YORK L A.Lu - 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

8 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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. 1 11589/03 

STEPHEN P. MUXIE 

~ I L E I) ’ NOOPPOSITION ‘ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
SEP - 6  2012 MOTION AND ORDER 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: t+ Zz/ ,2012 

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

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

( d i n  Heitler 

JUL 0 32012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALAN MOSTOW as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of SAM MOSTOW 

Index No. 103643/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT ' E MOTIONANDORDER 

SEP - 6 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lo&##&@f$btin CorQ., hereby requests summary 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: [Q\ac ,2012 

c ' >  f-b 
<<=- 1.1 *LLYI***.* 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



F 

E i F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP = 6 2012 

c 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEWYORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALAN MOSTOW as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of SAM MOSTOW 

Index No. 103643103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ( p  b ,2012 

I -. 
dr' H {' h * .  

$$'-'"'-..,< B < 3 

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

&.-, s i +  c I 

bey" . .  I k, ,,,< 

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

eterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SEP - 6 2012 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

N~ CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YoRK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT G. MOR1 as Administrator fo rthe Estate of 
TYRRELL T. MORRI, 

Index No. 1 I 1  795/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Ll ?cp ,2012 

If 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

88 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



F 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6  2012 
m- 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEWYORK ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION D 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT G. MOR1 as Administrator for the Estate of 
TYRRELL T. MORRI, 

Index No. I 1  1795/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

- 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ( p  i>b ,2012 

P- .4 
$\ # ** 

C*m*+- , ,> ,  , $ ,, Lc ' $&- 
*,. . Y , ,  "+* 1- $i, I ,  ,:$ 

Attorneys fo;P la i n t iff ****,.-3p~, 
Weitz & Luxenberg \J 

', b , C  %,, .i. ~ ~ I _ * ~ * "  *, 
& 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

88 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
._ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROCCO MORANO, as Administrator for the Estate of 
SABIN0 MORANO, and CAROLINA MORANO, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 109264/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ( e  I, ,2012 

N. 

- I  "r Weitz 23 Luxenberg %q Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

88 

$0 ORDERED, 

i; E F I L E  
SEP - 6 2012 

* f 
' COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
h. . - 

'JUL 0 32012 



F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ik 

SEP - b 2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFlC 

__A 

NEW YORK 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Index No. 109264/04 
ROCCO MORANO, as Administrator for the Estate of 
SABIN0 MORANO, and CAROLINA MORANO, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F F I L E D  
E COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - t i  2012 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEROY G. MITCHELL and FREDA MITCHELL, 
Index No. I901 17/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

/ "I- 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



r 

i F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP - 6  2012 

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DEBORAH MCGOWAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALBERT J. MIRRA 

Index No. 108780/03 
100866/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 0 ,2012 

V** 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Haumauae. NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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

F 

L F I L E D  
r e 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 
w 

-' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: I. NEWYORK 

ALFRED L. MARIN and EVELYN MARIN 
Index No. 104855103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: (J, 13 b ,2012 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8t Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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

SO ORDERED, 



F 

E '' F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK e 

SEP - 6 2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION * 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

CnL *- 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALAN PIZZOLORUSSO, as Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of ALBINO PIZZOLORUSSO 

Index No. 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

" I  nll l la M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

-I.* *, 

Attorneys for Plaint iff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Weitz & Luxenberg ',% $ 

auppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
SEP - 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

6.. THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 100855/03 

ALAN PIZZOLORUSSO, as Proposed Executor for the 
Estate of ALBINO PIZZOLORUSSQ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: 6 II(. ,2012 
1 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

- 
auppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

f F N F D  
SEP - b 2812 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEO G. PALMER 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

I k W N o ,  100904/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: [ab ,2012 

/ I  n 1 1  

. I j. Attorneys for Plaintiff ,'I , 

Weitz & Luxenberg I <  * .  Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

-In 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

uppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK i 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION r 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

&€c 

Index No. 100904/03 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LEO G. PALMER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

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

Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

11788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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

SEP - 6  2012 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION c 

CLEHKIS OFFICE 
k ,  NEW YORK 

Index No. 100908/03 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDWARD J. OROURKE and MARY CLARE OROURKE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I.(! ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF TI. 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DATED: 0 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

XI7* ,201 2 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 100908/03 

and MARY CLARE OROURKE 

NO OPPOSITION 
4 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

".'a Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

k . d  

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

ppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

I,, . 



- . . . 

DATED: fl 
i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

?. b ,2012 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6 2012 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALFRED L. MARIN and EVELYN MARIN 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICI 
NEW YORK 

ln&x NO. 104855103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

i Attorneys Noriel ta. for Maria Defendant 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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

SO ORDERED, 

d i i i  032012 



SUPREME COURTOF THE STATE OF NEWYORK F I E D 
i 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK : 
SEP - t i  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ERIC KOGEL as the Administrator for the Estate of 
DAVID KOGEL and ISABEL KOGEL, Individually 

Index No. 11 0255/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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

‘JUL 0 32012 



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

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
w. NEW YORK 

++ 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: I 

ERIC KOGEL as the Administrator for the Estate of 
DAVID KOGEL and ISABEL KOGEL, Individually 

Index No. 110255/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: I,. \ab ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

auppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

‘JUL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK r 

F I L E D  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP -t i  2012 
w 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Index No. 107940/05 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: k, NEW YORK 

ROBERT J. LORPER and GLORIA LORPER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: b lzt R 

UZ&+ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 4 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Atiorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

'JUb 0 32012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
SEP - 6 2012 

1)1 - -  COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE c 

E NEW YORK 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STAN LEY KRAMEISEN 

E ,  

Index No, 190429/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing 

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. , 

700 Broadway - 7th floor "''fiM Weitz & Luxenberg 

New York, NY 10003 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

SEP 'b 2012 i 
IN RE: NEW YORK C l N  ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

TY CLERK'S OFF~C 
h NEW YORK 

Index No. 120902/02 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THADDEUS M. KOZLOWSKI 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

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

Rules § 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8t Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

00 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

auppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION il 

F I L E D  1 ; 

SEP - 6  20f2 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ARLEN D. HERRICK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor-in- 

interest, BORG-WARNER MORSE TEC, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor-in- 

interest, BORG-WARNER MORSE JEC, INC. with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation by its successor-in-interest, BORG- 

WARNER MORSE TEC, INC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ($46- - 1  2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation by its 
successor-in-interest, BORG- 
WARNER MORSE TEC, INC 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Gaggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

11788 

SO ORDERED, ?D!2 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATE 0: 

CHERYL HELLER 
Index No. 100904/03 
I 15946/03 P ' L E D  7 ,  

btr-' - u  2012 - 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

J 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: CQ I36 ,2012 

< *< 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 
H e  rryKle i n H ei t le r 

SUL 0 32012 



- 
F I L E D  i 

SEP - 6 2012 
i SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

UNT/ CLERKS OFFICE 
-0- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CHERYL HELLER 
Index No. 100904!03 
1 15946/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ( p, 131 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

3UL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP - 6 2012 

er 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEWYORK 
--- IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

__ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDNA JACKSON Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of FRANK JACKSON 

Index No. 109354/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: cp lab ,2012 

.p. P k ~fl-’%/y d 
L-% “y ph. F“ 

A t t o r n e y s n t i f f  
h.r’*i 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

11788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FLORENCE S. KANE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
WALTER T. KANE and DEBORAH ANN KANE, as 
Executrix for the Estate of FLORENCE S. KANE 

Index No. 102379/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ( 0  la6 ,201 2 

**--%"*/ f l L  ; \ $ , p ,  &+%. k h  ."-%&J-- "t 

\ 

,?L, 

f +  *&&-" .4< . 
Attorneys fbd% 
Weitt & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

4 

i ~~tiffli~,/,' '"rv + 
U\ .*$-?J 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION s& - 6  20f2 
c COUNTY CLERKS OF 

b-+ ~ NEW YORK THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAMELA KAHN, as Administratrix of the Estate of 
WALTER A. KAHN 

Index Na 106546/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant ta Civil Practice taw and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no apposition thereto, 
ORDERED, that upon natice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Bog-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

~ A . i L -  
' Andrew M. Warshauer 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DATED: (1- 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

3 b ,2012 

i SEP -ti 2032 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION cOUNTy CLE~K,S 1 ~ 

wr, VORK v 

-4 THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT R. JEWELL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT G. JEWELL, and FRANCES A. JEWELL, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 5562/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

." 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



! F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK E 

________~  ~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
# 

SEP - 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

b,.. . 

Index No. 115562/03 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROBERT 8. JEWELL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT G. JEWELL, and FRANCES A. JEWELL, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: [a b ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

r n w n  Heitler 

JUL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6 2012 

Index No. 100922/03 
KENNETH H. JACOBS and SHIRLEY JACOBS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (I$ Z C  ,2012 

.*. 
\ >  

Noriel $fa. ffiaria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

- 
11788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL o 32012 



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. JACOBS and SHIRLEY JACOBS 
Index No. 100922!03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. F I L E D  4 ;  
DATED: 

f'4c 

Ad '"*+ &-%.4~ 2 ; ", 1 

Attorneys fzr 8a in t i f  

, w .---.q&- 
.* '1, &2. 

\ 
L*% L-" d el. ,r* ,*" . i* I *T, 

*Po-' 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

SEP - 6  2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
b. . NEWYORK 

e 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EDNA JACKSON Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of FRANK JACKSON 

Index No. 109354/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: b ,2012 

X '  . '  
,F -. .* 

'ylr - \  Weitt & Luxenberg *vL f. Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

08 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



k F I L  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

L 
SEP - 

E 
i 2812 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION E COUNTY CLERK'S OFF IC 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOYICE MARIE GROVES, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of LEIGHTON DENBY 
GROVES SR., NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 190431/10 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

uppauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 

JULQ321112, . 



E- 

SUPREMECOURTOFTHESTATEOFNEWYORK ! F I L E D COUNTY OF NEW YORK e 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARILYN PAGAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
CARLOS GARCIA, 

Index No. 114007-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 - 

I 4" 

Attorneys for Plaintiff ^Y h *% NorieV&fP.daria 
s 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

T ~ " +  n, 
Weitz & Luxenberg c,*L 'c 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

788 

SO ORDERED, 

"UL 0 32012 



E F l : + . c ~ 8  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK E 

SEP - t Ilir12 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I- - 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

4 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 114007-03 

MARILYN PAGAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
CARLOS GARCIA, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: & [A ,2012 

Norief sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, r "  
Klein Heitler 



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

i F I L E D ]  
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SEP - 6 2012 
TY CLERK'S OFFI- 7 THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MYRIAM GALEANO, Individually and as Proposed 
w - l l l  

-4 
Executrix of the Estate of MANUEL GALEANO, 
deceased, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its Successor In 

Interest BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

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

complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation by its Successor In Interest 

BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation by its Successor In Interest BorgWarner 

Morse TEC Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

t 

Colleen M. Croni'n 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation by its 
Successor In Interest BorgWarner 
Morse TEC Inc., 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

' \ 

Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALFRED L. HAYGQOD and TAMIKA L. SANFORD 
Index No. 103614105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summar) 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs, 

548 Fifth v u e  - 4th Floor 
New York, Y 10036 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

e, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 

TY CLERK'S OFFICE 1 '  
NEW YORK -."*L 

.-. + .. 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FLAW0 KNESICH, as Administrator for the Estates of 
JOHN KNESICH, and MILENA KNESICH, 

Index No. 100920/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 3 CP ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

I L E D  
f 
1 

1 

SEP - 6 2012 

JTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

SEP - 6  20 

D '  
2 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FIAVIO KNESICH, as Administrator for the Estates of 
JOHN KNESICH, and MILENA KNESICH, 

Index No. 100920/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



; 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEWYORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D 

SEP - 6  2012 

CoUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 
NEW YORI;~ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RHODA KLINGSBERG, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of IRVING KLINGSBERG and RHODA 
KLINGSBERG, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 116829103 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg ?,\'\ Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK r - L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6  2012 
* 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

RHODA KLINGSBERG, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of IRVING KLINGSBERG and RHODA 
KLINGSBERG. lndividuallv NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 116829103 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: b,, (;. b ,2012 

P Attorneys Noriel Sta. for aria Defendant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Eoggin 

, 888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

H m  Klein Heitler 

JUL 0 32012 



F I L E D  i SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

4 w - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 

--+-# * -- 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FLORENCE S. KANE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
WALTER T. KANE and DEBORAH ANN KANE, as 
Executrix for the Estate of FLORENCE S. KANE 

Index No. 102379/04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. . 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: bI34 ,2012 

I ”  

Weitz & Luxenberg ’!\ 5 Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

a 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANGEL0 ClAlO 
Index No. 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
RY JUDGMENT 

. F I L E D  N AND ORDER 

SEP - 6  2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant, -BMCE I n & W f a r  s 1 mmary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

es 9 3212, dismissing 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

s Attorneys Nori ta. for aria Defendant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D  
SEP - 6 2012 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
WUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
ex No. 110259/04 

WANDA CHESKA, Individually and ROBERT CHESKA, 
as the Administator for the Estate of ANTHONY 
CHESKA, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: @I2 I ,2012 /-) 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



z 

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

t F I L E D  
SEP - 6  2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-4 

--+-! 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, as Executrix for the 
Estate of HAROLD C. CRAWFORD, and MARELENE K. 
CRAWFORD, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 1779-04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ( 0  b(4 , 2012 

Noriel gta. %laria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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

/ Hauppauge,NJ!J 7788 

-kin Heitler 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, as Executrix for the 
Index No. 11 1779-04 

OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JYDGMENT MOTION AND 

Estate of HAROLD C. CRAWFORD, and M 
CRAWFORD, Individually 

$RDER 

''"NT~ CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEWYORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corp. as Successor-in-Interest to Borg-Warner Morse 

TEC herein sued as Burns International Service Corp. f/k/a Borg-Warner Corp., and Borg Warner Corp. 

n/k/a Burns International Service Corp. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 

Borg-Warner Corp. as Successor-in-Interest to Borg-Warner Morse TEC herein sued as Burns 

International Service Corp. flkla Borg-Warner Corp., and Borg Warner Corp. nlkla Burns International 

Service 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 

Borg-Warner Corp. as Successor-in-Interest to Borg-Warner Morse TEC herein sued as Burns 

International Service Corp. flkla Borg-Warner Corp., and Borg Warner Corp. nlkla Burns International 

Service Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: qa cp ,2012 * Noriel S a. aria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corp. as Successor-in-Interest 
to Borg-Warner Morse TEC herein sued as 
Burns International Service Corp. flkla Borg- 
Warner Corp., and Borg Warner Corp. nlkla 
Burns International Service COrp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 

I' 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
w York, NY 10003 

FILED A -1 
SEP - 6  2012 Goggin 

1 '"NV CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 



e- 

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

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MARELENE K. CRAWFORD, as Executrix for the 
Estate of HAROLD C. CRAWFORD, and MARELENE K. 
CRAWFORD, I nd kid ually 

Index No. I 1  1779-04 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: \u ,2012 

Norier Star Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



- F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK iL 

CCD ,c anrrl 
Q l - I  - u LUlL 

r . COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

&*= NEW YORK 

Index No. 11 1780/04 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAUL J. COSTANZO as Executor for the Estate of 
ANGEL0 E, COSTANZO, and MARIE L. COSTANZO, 
Individually , NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY J U DGM ENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: b I 3 - G  ,201 2 

Norid'St8. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

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

SO ORDERED, 



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

SEP - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION * 

7 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAUL J. COSTANZO as Executor for the Estate of 
ANGEL0 E. COSTANZO, and MARIE L. COSTANZO, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 1780/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: >!&I ,2012 

Norief Star Maria 
Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK - 6  2012 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LUELLA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH 
CIAMBRONE, and LUELLA KENNY, as Executrix for the 
Estate of CARMELA CIAMBRONE, 

Index No. 114518/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: b I a& ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

auppauge, NY 1 1788 
_ "  

v i n  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

1 

DATED: Ca 

7 

. F I L E D ]  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

3 4 p  ,2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2014 
8 

COUNTY CLERK'S 

. -1 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LUELLA KENNY, as Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH 
CIAMBRONE, and LUELLA KENNY, as Executrix for the 
Estate of CARMELA CIAMBRONE, 

NEW YOW 
-lhdex No. I 1451 8/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~~ ~. 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

? Attorneys Nor S a. for Maria Defend ant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ANGEL0 ClAlO 

-"- 

Index No. 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ( c  ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



i 

f F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 100855/03 
JENNIE DALKAS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: d a b  ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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

SSP - 6  2012 - 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION F 

WUNTY CLERK'S OFFK fr, NEWYOW 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS CZACHOR 
Index No. 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (n\D( ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 1 .: Attorneys for Defend ant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

'""* *%% \ $ k Norie ta. Maria 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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

k F I L E D  
4 

SEP - 6 2012 
c 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

e COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LOUIS CZACHOR 

=5i .- 
Index No. 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: (, c l 3 L  ,2012 

i Attorneys Noriel ta. for Maria Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA A. CREGAN, as Proposed Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOHN J. CREGAN SR. and PATRICIAA. 
CREGAN, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 101635/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 
F I I  F D  I 1 1 - " - &  

DATED: 1 I;> l a  ,2012 rs 

SEP - 6 2012 
I 

a- I' 
!"+ 

TY CLERKS OFFICE 

NorierSta.%laria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

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

SO ORDERED, 

L L  c ti2012 



F 
SUPREMECOURTOFTHESTATEOFNEWYORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D E 1 

-1 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 101635/03 

PATRICIA A. CREGAN, as Proposed Administratrix for 
the Estate of JOHN J. CREGAN SR. and PATRICIAA. 
CREGAN, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

9 Attorneys Noriel ta. for aria Defendant 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

auppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

3UL 0 32012 



F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 
~ n l  INW Cl FRK'S OFFICE 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JENNIE DALKAS 
Index No. 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 
d e i t l e r  

JUL 0 32012 



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

SEP - 6  2012 I 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 

' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
6 NEW YORK THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: h, 
Index No. 105654/03, 

HOWARD O'DELL as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ANDREW DOYCHAK and OLLIE DOYCHAK, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: (3L, ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

I Hauppauge, NY 11788 . .  

SO ORDERED, 
v 

JUI 0 32012 



[ F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP - 6  2012 

f'JTY CLERKS OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 11 1593103 

EMANUEL DE- BlSCEGLlA and ANNA DE- 
BISCEGELIA, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: C Q !  rS ,2012 

7 Nori St . aria 
We i th -  Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 
COUNTY CLERKS oc I ICE 

k NEW YORK THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: L- 
Index No. I 1  1593103 

€MANUEL DE- BlSCEGLlA and ANNA DE- 
BISCEGELIA, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: u\ ,.a ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Wuppauge, NY 1 1788 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D 

SEP - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION  COUNT^  CLERK,^ OFF,CE 

NEW YOM 
--- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HOWARD O’DELL as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ANDREW DOYCHAK and OLLIE DOYCHAK, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105654103 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

h 

DATED: ,201 2 

%nia M: C 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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

Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 1280 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS 

i 

1595 
9/02 
1/03 

~ NO OPPOSITION 
SEP - 6 2012 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

-.I 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (dIw ,201 2 

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

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL o 32012 



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. 12801 9/02 

105959/03 
,; F I L E D  ~ 7 ‘  JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS . 

NO OPPOSITION 
- 6  2012 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK - .. 

/ 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

A 
DATED: blL( ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

88 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
r Index No. 12801 9/02 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSB F I L E 7 ri105959’03 
9 c 

9 
NO OPPOSITION 

SEP - 6  2012 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman 8 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L  .l E D  
4 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

‘1 

SEP - o 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HOWARD O’DELL as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ANDREW DOYCHAK and OLLIE DOYCHAK, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105654103 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

L 

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Le l”v\ 

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

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



- 
SUPREMECOURTOFTHESTATEOFNEWYORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I L E D 
SEP - 6 2012 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HOWARD O'DELL as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ANDREW DOYCHAK and OLLIE DOYCHAK, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105654/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: b 3 6  ,201 2 
i 

"*  

Noriel sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8t Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

HOWARD O'DELL as Personal Rep esentative for the Estate of 
Index No. I05654103 

ANDREW DOYCHAK and OLLIE D_YC * 6 l j $ , rd ica l l&  [) 1 

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY .. 
E ' JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
SEP - 6 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BORG WARNER CORPORATION nlkla BURNS INTERNATIONAL 

SERVICES CORPORATION, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BORG 

WARNER CORPORATION n/k/a BURNS INTERNATIONAL SERVICES CORPORATION, with 

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

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

BORG WARNER CORPORATION n/k/a BURNS INTERNATIONAL SERVICES CORPORATION, be 

and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 /1 

I 

E g L P L f i z + A  Anna M. DiLondrdo 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BORG WARNER CORPORATION nlkla 
BURNS INTERNATIONAL SERVICES 
COR PO RAT1 0 N 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 128019/02 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS $495 910 3 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
- 6  2u12 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER 
NEW YORK 

..-_- 

L 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: cp lw ,201 2 

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

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888lVeterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GEORGE ZACHMANN and A LENE ZACHMANN 
Index No. 190140/1 I 

I L E D 7 ' NOOPPOSITION 
-3 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

SEP - 6  2012 MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. ~ 

DATED: 6(lL ,2012 
1- 

tto rneys for Plain tiff 
Belluck & Fox LLP 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4th Floo 
New York, NY 10036 

Noriel Sta. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK k F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6 2012 
r 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

h-. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAULA ROBINSON as Executrix for the Estate of 
FREDERICK R. YOUNG and PAULA ROBINSON as the 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of SHIRLEY ANN 
YOUNG NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. I 18095/03 
100861 103 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: blab ,2012 

< *  
' b .  .'; 

1 "a+. I- 

,? . 
/f- - . <". 

i 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

ppauge, NY 1 1788 
erans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6 2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PAULA ROBINSON as Executrix for the Estate of 
FREDERICK R. YOUNG and PAULA ROBINSON as the 
Proposed Executrix for the Estate of SHIRLEY ANN 
YOUNG NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 8095103 
100861 /03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: a [? ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



c' 

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

SEP - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION E' 

: CLERK'S o ~ ~ j c ~  
& NEWYORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEANNE ENGLE, as Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM 
ENGLE, Individually 

Index No. I21248103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Noriel $a. flaria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

- 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6 2Q12 

Index No. 121248/03 
JEANNE ENGLE, as Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM 
ENGLE, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Burns International Services Corporation, f/Wa Borg- 

Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint 

against defendant, Burns International Services Corporation, f/k/a Borg-Warner 

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

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

against defendant Burns International Services Corporation, f/k/a Borg-Warner 

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

DATED: ,2012 

7 Attorneys Noriel ta. for Maria Defendant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Burns International Services 
Corporation, f/k/a Borg-Warner 
Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

uppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

_ _  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JEANNE ENGLE, as Executrix for the Estate of WILLIAM 
ENG LE, Individually 

Index No. 121248/03 

*- NO OPPOSITION 

3 MOTION AND ORDER 
I L E D SUMMARYJUDGMENT 

SEP - 6 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant, &&??I#, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

Noriel &a. Mkia  
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS 
Index No. 128019102 
105959103 

Y 

I E !’ NOOPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER SEP - 6 2012 

1 
m i  m r v *  I .i i- RKS - . -  

NEW YORK 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp:, hereby requests summary 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 121 ,2012 

=7z& 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 4 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D '  536.15427/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP - 6 2012 

This document relates to: 

JAMES E. REMINGTON, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

VS . 
UNITED CONVEYOR COR.PORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

(Honorable Sherry Klein HeitLer) 

Index No. : 105932/03 
128019/02 

(March 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

wa $L 4 ,$ I .̂ 

V&p%w I,, ~"i' .%e Q 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

& FLINN 

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

over, New Jersey 07936 

3 2012 SO ORDERED, 



536.15512/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

YORK SEP - li 2012 
v 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NYCAL NEW YORK 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
IAS-PART 30 

JOSEPH POSSTER, Deceased, : Index No.: 100286/03 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
: (March 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

UNITED CONVEYDR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION 
et al. , : SUMMARY XIDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, t h a t  upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and ti-? 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

a- 

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 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 
Klein Heitler 

JUL 0 32012'*. 



536.15771/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP -- 6 2012 

: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

ALBERT V. MONROE, 11, Deceased, : Index No.: 100727 /03  

Plaintiff, : (March 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

vs . 
UNITEn CONVEYOR CGRPOWLTION, : NO QPPOSXTIOE 
et al. , : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims E -d 

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

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York LOO03 United Conveyor Corporation 

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

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.15424/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

JAMES W. McDONALD, JR., 

vs . 

Plaintiff, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE . 
NEW YORK k-, 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 102171/03 
127887/02 

(March 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD-NT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herehy 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  1 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ' 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP - 6  2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION -- -. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN T. BEREI 
Index No. 190155/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: c2 I&% ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

I 



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. 1901 55/12 

JOHN T. BEREI 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc., hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc,, with 

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

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 3 2012 



E E E F I L E D  - 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP - 6 2012 

F 

OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THERESA ALFONSO, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JULlAN ALFONSO and THERESA ALFONSO, 
1 nd ivid u al ly , 

Index No. 19004Ei/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

/ b\I5,  2012 

1 Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Weiner Lesniak LLP 

eys for Plaintiff 
8, Luxenberg 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY f 0003 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



536.15538/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK SEP - 6 2012 
_ _  . . 

IN RE:  NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

RICHARD VOSSELER, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

* 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE NYCAL 

IAS PAN. .  30 NEW YORK 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 128024/02 

(March 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMIZNT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : *A rm+ % &+- 
EasX%wver~ Ned Jersey$?+, ct,,,*, 98' p*7 !b7 f 

\,P'clU' j\." " 7 '  , -.* ' ' bk 

% 

"'"1 FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Deferidant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.15427/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL SEP - 6 2012 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM F.  RYAN, JR., : Index No.: 105928/03 
128019/02 

Plaintiff, 
: (March 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 

vs . : Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , : NO OPPOSITION 

: STJMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without L70sts. 

DATED : 
East .$ ,r- 

L '  " , < 7  ~ 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

Y, GAROFALO 
& FLINJSJ 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

over, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

L ' L  " . I*; 32012 



536.15427/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

YORK SEP - 6 2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ROGER C. RUMSEY, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE : 

NYCAL NEW YORK 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitle-) 

Index No. : 128019/02 
105929/03 

(March 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDCMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant .-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 prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

.- ,Y *. 
F W K  M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 

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

-Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

20 12 SO ORDERED, 



f e F I L E  ! 
536.15619/AJM J 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK SEP - 6 2012 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK P 

IN RE:  NEW YORK CITY NYCAL sF- NEW YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

6 ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

This document relates to: 

ROBERT ROCCABRUNA, : Index No.: 100610/03 

Plaintiff, : (March 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

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

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. 

WHEFtEFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

'h 24% '.. ..I ' 1 + I . I '  . 

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG , GAROFALO 
Attorneys f o r  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  

Ja&YF€&over, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



SEP - 6 2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

P 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION IAS P A R w . 0  
(Honorable Sherry Klein HeitLer) 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM HENRY RICH, : Index No.: 105931/03 
128019/02 

Plaintiff, 
: (March 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 

vs . : Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

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

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

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 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. 

DATED : 
East Hanov$Sah ‘New kersey 

< - hlC’ 44 

$4-4%&+ 3 1 (:-*-%? , 

& &  d-4,. , I  . 
Y .. 

F W K  M. ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for  Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eaqle Rock Avenue, Suite 350  
P.O. BOX 4 5 8  

anover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED. 
H o n o r a m r r !  



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

SEP - 6  2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FLOYD BIVENS and LAURA BIVENS 
Index No. 102565/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: & / 2  3 ,2012 
1 

Attorneys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

JUL 032012 



K I  ur i n t a i n r t u r  I Y ~ V V  TuRn 
COUNTY OF NEC 

SEP - 6 2012 - i  M YORK 

1 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 102565/01 

FLOYD BIVENS and LAURA BIVENS 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs, 

DATED: 61'2 2 ,2012 

WeitzXLuxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



- . . . . .  .. 

- 
SUPREMECOURTOFTHESTATEOFNEWYORK F I L E D ! 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 24 

SEP - 6  2012 / 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1 ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. I 1  1795104 

DEBORAH MAGNIER, as Administratrix for the Estate of 113232/04 
RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE, and DEBORAH MAGNIER, 
as Administratrix for the Estate of PATRICIA 
CALABRESE, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK f 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK E F I L E D  -; 

SEP - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 11 1795/04 

DEBORAH MAGNIER, as Administratrix for the Estate of 11 3232104 
RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE, and DEBORAH MAGNIER, 
as Administratrix for the Estate of PATRICIA 
CALABRESE, Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ( 0  \a. ,2012 

? N I I a. Maria 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCEInc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

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

SO ORDERED, 



f F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEXV YORK 

E 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

SEp - 6  2012 
m. 

' COUNTY CLERK'S ClWiIC 
NEW YOflK 

Index No. 104841105 
RUSSELL L, ROOD, JR. as Personal Representative of 
the Estate of ROMEO HENRY POlRlER . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests surnmar) 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 
dismissing plalntiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

L A & - /  
Andrew M, Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 

' Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



- F I L E D  E r 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6  2012 

Attornek 

IN RE: NEW YQRK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION GOUNN CLERK'S OFFICE NEW YORK 

I [ / / /  
f f%intiW 

THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO; 

MARILYN PLOECKELMANN, Individually and as 
Administratrix to the Estate of SIDNEY WILLIAM 
PLOECKELMANN NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 114369104 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 
dismkshg plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Bog-Warner Corporation, with 
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all cedefendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 
with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, NY 10036 

Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennahey, Warner, 
Coleman 8t Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Hinhwav - 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 

I 
I .  

. .  , '  

.. I . ,  

I. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK i F I L E  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

4 SEP - 6 2812 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DEANA CERRONI, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOHN J. CERRONI and DEANA CERRONI, Individually 

Index No. 100854/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: C o h r  ,2012 

G Attorneys Norie ta. for Maria Defendant 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

11788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  i 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK -3 

SEP -ti 2012 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DEANA CERRONI, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOHN J. CERRONI and DEANA CERRONI, Individually 

A 

Index No. 100854/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: L Q  1 24s ,201 2 
I 

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

Attorneys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

THERESARAFFERTY, I L E D Index No. 19021 511 2 

SEP - 6  2012 NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 1 1 

-4l NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc. , hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc. , with 

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

‘ 

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: - 

Atto rnevs for Plain tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Aerco International, Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LINDA PRYSLOPSKI AS ADMINISTRATRIX 
FOR THE ESTATE OF ANDREW 
PRYSLOPSKI AND LINDA PRYSLOPSKI AS 
SPOUSE 

Index No. 114027105 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its Succesor in interest, 

BorgWarner MorseTEC Inc., incorrectly sued herein as Borg Warner Security Corporation 

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

and Rules 5 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

Corporation, by its Succesor in interest, BorgWamer MorseTEC Inc., incorrectly sued herein 

as Borg Warner Security Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, by its Succesor in interest, BorgWarner MorseTEC Inc., 

Incorrectly sued herein as Borg Warner Security Corporation, be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 420 ,2012 

e- - -  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 61 : Brk- E w C  y 
Early & Strauss 
380 Lexington A 

New York, NY 1&17 ' F I L E D  P.O. Box3601 
ue, 20th Floor 

F 

Colleen M. Cronin 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation, by its 
Succesor in interest, BorgWarner 
MorseTEC Inc., incorrectly sued herein 

-7 

9s Borg Warner Security Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

1 
F 

SEP - 6 2012 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D  I 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Index No. 190215/12 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: ~- - NEW YORK > A  

THERESARAFFERTY, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

0 3 2012 



-: 

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

SEP - 6  2012 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DARLENE RAGONE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
SALVATORE RAGONE, and DARLENE RAGONA, as 
Executrix for the Estate of NELLIE M. RAGONE 

Index No. 1 161 90103 
100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: (J [& ,2012 

,?>$ 

f '- li Il.C.* LLrC c fl" .~ ,*a >A 

0' -rr,Y I f 'y 
I *  ~ -& 

Atto rne ys for Defend ant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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



F I L E D  i SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK: 
ir COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
SEP - 6  2012 

CQuNn CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK --- THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: - 4  

ANDREW SCHAEFER and PEGGY SCHAEFER 
Index No. 100731/03 
105146/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: /,. [< ,2012 
I 

Afna M. DiL'onafdo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



- 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK a 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK E F I L E D  
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

Index No. 100731/03 
I 051 46/03 ANDREW SCHAEFER and PEGGY SCHAEFER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

__ .. . 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

‘JUL 0 3 2012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SE 

L E  
- 6 2012 

COUNTY C 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCESCOSCARFO 

LERK’S OFF ICE 
NEW YORK 

Index No. 19043511 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Simons Hardware & Bath, Inc., Simons Hardware & 

Bath, LLC and Simons Hardware, Inc, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Simons Hardware & Bath, Inc., Simons 

Hardware & Bath, LLC and Simons Hardware, Inc, with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Simons Hardware & Bath, Inc., Simons Hardware & Bath, LLC and 

Simons Hardware, Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Simons Hardware & Bath, Inc., 
Simons Hardware & Bath, LLC and 
Simons Hardware, Inc 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

P.O. Box 3601 
New York, NY 1001 7 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6 2012 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FRANCESCOSCARFO 
Index No. 190435/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-. - -_- -. - -. _- . . -  . - .. __ .. --- - . -. - - . - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant, Simons Hardware & Bath, LLC, hereby requests 

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

9 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Simons Hardware & Bath, 

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

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

against defendant Simons Hardware & Bath, LLC, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
/' I 

DATED: ,"I 4113 ,2012 

++ Attorneys fo lai ti Anna M. DiLhardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Simons Hardware & Bath, LLC 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Early & Strabss 
360 Lexington Av nue, 20th Floor 
P.O. Box 3601 
New York, NY 1001 7 

a, 
auppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



* '  t- : 
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. 190318/11 

RAYMOND SABO, h ' F I L E D  
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in- 

interest, Borg-Warner Morse Tec, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in- 

interest, Borg-Warner Morse Tec, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in-interest, Borg-Warner 

Morse Tec, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

DATED: &&- 0, + ". ,201 2 
/ 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation, by its 
successor-in-interest, Borg-Warner 
Morse Tec, Inc., 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOAN M RUSSO, as Admin 
JOSEPHRUSSO 

Index No. 1021 05/03 
atrix for the Estate of 

I b E D 
SEP - 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK5 OFFICE 

‘r 

’ NOOPPOSlTlON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 6_ !ab ,2012 

I Y  

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

11788 

SO ORDERED, 

A Hauppauge, NY, 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

- >  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOAN M RUSSO, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPHRUSSO 

Index No. 102105103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: (Q 126 ,2012 

c ** 
-1 ,-e--- -..,.,a* $+ X j  I 

&-., ;;&, , A  

Attorneys for Plaint iff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

L 

Ir ‘ I  0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK L F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

b 

SEP - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNlY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
*- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BLANCA RIVERA, Individually and KATHERINE 
ROMAN as Executrix for the Estate of ERNEST0 
RIVERA JR. NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 1051 50/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: L lad ,201 2 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

f% e r v K  le i n He i t le r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D ;  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

f SEP - 6  2012 
P 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

. ..4d NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BLANCA RIVERA, Individually and KATHERINE 
ROMAN as Executrix for the Estate of ERNEST0 
RIVERA JR. NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 105150/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: k /J-(, ,20 

P’, 

P 11 2 k 
ad P+” .@ I *> d ,  “7 --c- 
&WLhN+, 4%. ” I *  u..**i” 

3 ‘ %  4 b,. p*.P 
..r 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

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

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 3 2012 



: A 

3 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O R ~  F I L E 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK i 

SEP - 6 2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LlTlGATlOl’+ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DARLENE RAGONE, as Executrix for the Estate of 
SALVATORE RAGONE, and DARLENE RAGONA, as 
Executrix for the Estate of NELLIE M. RAGONE 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEWYORK -A 

%+ 

Index No. 116190/03 
100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: \& ,2012 

* ? I  

Weitz & Luxenberg a -  x! Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

uppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 3 2012 



E F I L E D  ' SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F 

E 

SEP - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

r 
' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

&--. ~ NEW YORK ~ 4 M  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN L. SHAW and KAREN ANN SHAW 
Index No. 108205/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D  e 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 

*r 

COUNTY CLERK‘S @Fim 
NEW Y m  1?1 LG- ”. THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Index No. 10820303 
JOHN L. SHAW and KAREN ANN SHAW 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: Ip Isb ,201 2 

f %  

* j  

P /””“‘**,. , ; + A *  S I  ~ P-”*? 

,ii, %%\ $f* “b ~ 

?*, x--%,, ’ %% . f  8s *: G 
/. 

x . r  

be.-., ‘ *>I  

% -  

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

pauge, NY 1 1788 

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

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK E . F I L E D  -IJ 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFF% 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO; 

CHARLES W. SHANER and JEAN SHANER, 
Index No. 190102/12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Aerco International, Inc, , hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Aerco International, Inc., with 
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

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

against defendant Aerco International, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without casts. 

DATED: co lz-6 ,201 2 
”--+---- 

New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

8 Veterans Memorial Highway 
auppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F / L E 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DIANE SINRAM, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE SINRAM, and DIANE SINRAM, Individually 

Index No. 104852103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: (J 136 ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

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

Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

E. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

n- . NEW YORK 

Index No. 1081 11/03 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELLA MAE SKOLER, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ARNOLD D. SKOLER, and ELLA MAE 
SKOLER, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

__ . 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: (0 ! ab ,2012 
\ 

Weitz & Luxenberg '. *?Kd- %\> Attorneys for Defendant 
Attorneys Tor Plaintiff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

8 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREMECOURTOFTHESTATEOFNEWYORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

F I k E D 
- 6  2012 i 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DIANE SINRAM, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE SINRAM, and DIANE SINRAM, Individually 

C O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE 9 
NEW YORK * 

- --d 
Index No. 104852/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

I 7aa 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 5 F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 4 

SEP - 6  2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

- r-n- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DIANE SINRAM, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate of 
GEORGE SINRAM, and DIANE SINRAM, Individually 

Index No. 104852/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests 

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

Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner 

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

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

against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 8 Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

* '* ", Weitz & Luxenberg %.41.; $ 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

uppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



. ,  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP - 6  2012 

. .T .  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN DOE as Proposed Executor for the Estate of 
FRANK SNYDER 

Index No. 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: & Cp ,2012 
I 

* 1) 

Weitz 8; Luxenberg Y.% E *i Attorneys for Defend ant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 
/ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S6r ry  Kfein Heitler 

JUL 0 3 2012 



!- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ! F I L E D  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

S l P  - 6  2@12 
k 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

--" ._ -- 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN DOE as Proposed Executor for the Estate of 
FRANK SNYDER 

Index No. 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: Y \Lb ,2012 
n 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

8 Veterans Memorial Highway 
uppauge, NY 1 1788 

'JUL 0 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK i F I L E D  - 

SEP - 6  2012 
r IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNn CLERKS OFFICE 
-4%- - NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

WILBUR W. SMITH and BETTY SMITH 

.1 

Index No. 108586103 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 
I '  A 

1 ", .iu rl 

_ L  Anna M. uiwnar' ' 

* *  6 .  

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

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



- 1  
% 

4 

Anthony Vivona and Catherine Vivona, Index No.: 11-190427 

Plaintiff( s), 
-Against- NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER Aurora Pump Company. et al.: 

Defendant( s). 

+ 
X ____---------______I__________________rr------"-----------------~-- 

/--+ 

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. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Velan Valve Corp. 
245 Park Avenue, 27th Floor 
New York, New York 10167 

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
Kew York, New York 10003 
21 2.558-5500 

.609.6800 

3 0  ORDERED, 

ME1 13675814v.l 
JUL 2 0 2012 



F I L E D .  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.: 

SEP - 6  2012 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 108586/03 
WILBUR W. SMITH and BETTY SMITH 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

.. 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: !;26 ,2012 
I 

Weitz & Luxenberg *mL% \ Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor l q j  BMCE Inc. 
New York, NY I0003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Coleman & Goggin 
888bVeterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

f F I L E D  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

sEp - 6  2012 

InciexNk? B&~/W 

IN RE; NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

C E R K ~ S  ’ 
THIS DOCUMENT REIATES TO: 

AS FOR THE ESTATE OF ARTHUR 
SKUROWITZ AND HELEN SKUROWITZ AS 
SPOUSE NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Burns International Services Corporation, formerly 

known as Borg-Warner Security Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Burns International Services Corporation, 

formerly known as Borg-Warner Security 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 Burns International Setvices Corporation, formerly known as Borg- 
Warner Security Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: (Q/z0 ,2012 

Colleen M. Cronin ’ 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Bums International Services 
Corporation, formerly known as Borg- 
Warner Security Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehsy, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & ; & ; a ~  E a r  ‘2 
Early & Strauss 
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 
P.O. Box3601 
New York, NY 1001 7 

SO ORDERED, 



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

. 

e 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 
7 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ~ 

NEW YORK _. . THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 1081 11/03 

ELLA MAE SKOLER, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ARNOLD D. SKOLER, and ELLA MAE 
SKOLER, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ca [ab ,2012 

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

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



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

SEP - 6  2012 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

TY CLERKS B6FjcE 

No. 110245/04 -'-a 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NEW Y O M  

BONNIE LEE THOMPSON, as Proposed Executrix for 
theEstate of JERRY 0. THOMPSON, and BONNIE LEE 
THOMPSON, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 
\ I  

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

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF Tt 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK i: F I L E D  

E STATE OF NEW YORK 

.J 

SEP - 6  2012 
: 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
COUNTY CLERICS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD D. SZOBODY, as Administrator for the Estate 
of RONALD STEPHEN SZOBODY 

Index No. 103500/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ce /.S(b ,2012 

%* 
Weitz & Luxenberg G* 5 Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E Q  ~ 

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

. 

F 

SEP - 6 2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

DATED: 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

C O L  ,2012 

~ .. 
%mi=- THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DONALD D. SZOBODY, as Administrator for the Estate 
of RONALD STEPHEN SZOBODY 

Index No. 103500/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

~~ 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D , '  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JLr - u LUIL 
a 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ' 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROGER URBANIK, as Administrator for the Estate of 
WALTER URBANIK and ROGER URBANIK, as 
Administrator for the Estate of THERESA URBANIK 

Index No. 100915/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: cp_! 26 ,20 

F". 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



. . . . . . . . -. . . . . __ .. . . . . ..... . -.. 

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 100909/03 

JOSEPH G. TUCCl 

k E D 3 1 NOOPPOSITION 
4 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

X P  - 6  2012 MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (Db ,2012 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

terans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
.__ 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
-1 Index No. 100909/03 

JOSEPH G. TUCCI F I L E D ] ,  
NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
3 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

SEP - 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFF1 
NEW YORK 

J 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

n A  / i  
M. DiLonardo 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY I0003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

pauge, NY I 1  788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CARL T. TRUBIO and FRANCIS TRUBIO 
Index No. 100741/03 
102871 /03 

9 
F I R, E D 1 ' NOOPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
SEP - 6 2012 1 MOTION AND ORDER 

p., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil P k i c e  Law and Rules 3 3212, 

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

d I  I 1-11 1b111 ni ii ia I\ 

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

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 100741/03 

CARLT. TRUBlO and 102871l03 
F 
E 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SEP - 6 2012 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

DATED: ($\a ,2012 

BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY I 1788 

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

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 8 32012 



* 

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

SEP - 6 2012 
f IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE , 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BONNIE LEE THOMPSON, as Proposed Executrix for 
theEstate of JERRY 0. THOMPSON, and BONNIE LEE 
THOMPSON, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 110245/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: L/ ,2012 

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

Atto rne ys for Defend ant 
Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

pauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

\ F I L E D  1 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

i 
SEP - 6  IfiQ IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Y couNv CLERKS OFF'CE 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: E YORK 

Index N#. #0245/04 
BONNIE LEE THOMPSON, as Proposed Executrix for 
theEstate of JERRY 0. THOMPSON, and BONNIE LEE 
THOMPSON, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Burns International Services Corporation, formerly known 

as Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

defendant, Burns International Services Corporation, formerly known as Borg-Warner 

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

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

defendant Burns International Services Corporation, formerly known as Borg-Warner 

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

DATED: pkL 211 ,201 2 

n 

9 Colleen M. Cronin 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Burns International Services Corporation, 
formerly known as Borg-Warner 
Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, Coleman & 
Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
r- 

F I L E D  z 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6 2012 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA O'BRIEN, as Proposed Administratrix for the 
Estate of RICHARD VANDERVEER 

Index No. 10071 7/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: b1;76 ,2012 

* ( Y  

+ * n  1. Weitz & Luxenberg &* "I 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 



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

DATED: 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

A 

cex ,2012 

SEP - 6 2012 4 

Index No. 10071 7/03 
PATRICIA O'BRIEN, as Proposed Administratrix for the 
Estate of RICHARD VANDERVEER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

there being no opposition thereto, 

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

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

and without costs. 

/ \  A 

* '  I I I  

, < a  '*A *' I .  Anna M. DiLonardo 
Attorneys for Defendant 

Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

'* . 
Attorneys for 'plaiii'tiff 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor LLq$ BMCE Inc. 
New York, NY 10003 

8 Veterans Memorial Highway 
auppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

3UL 0 32012 



S 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION couNTv CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YQRK 

- 7  Ee5=-- 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOHN VAN BUREN, as Executor of the Estate of MAE 
MAUREEN VAN BUREN and JOHN VAN BUREN, 
Individually NO DPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 6445/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTiON AND ORDER 

lPREME COURT 0 THESTATEOFNEWYORK ! F I L E g 
E COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6 2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Bog-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Barg-Warner Corporation, with 
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 

ration, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

Andrew M. Wanhauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Bo rg -Warm r Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10036 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  11 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK d !  

SEP - 6 2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ROGER URBANIK, as Administrator for the Estate of 
WALTER URBANIK and ROGER URBANIK, as 
Administrator for the Estate of THERESA URBANIK 

Index No. 10091 5/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

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

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

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

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

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

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

YI Attorneys for Defendant Weitz 8; Luxenberg * h \  -* 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 

'Jut 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ; F I L E  
iF COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6 2012 
I( 1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

STEPHANIE D. WHITE BALSECA, as Executrix for the 
Estate of STEVEN D, WHITE, and DEANNA WHITE, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 11 0509/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

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

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: ,2012 

f'*r 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

auppauge, NY I 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

4 
SEP - 6  2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BEVERLY M. WEBSTER and LORRAINE WEBSTER 
Index No. 100923/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp. , hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: ,201 2 

Weitz & Luxenberg < <  Attorneys for Defend ant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 32012 



I 

SEP - 6  2012 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

BEVERLY M. WEBSTER and LORRAINE WEBSTER 
Index No. 100923/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

‘* 2 

a<,, ”\* Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY I 1788 

*C>Y 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

! F I L E D  COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

L 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 
c 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

Index No. 108209!03 
ALLEN WARZSNITER, as Administrator for the Estate of 
JOSEPH WARZSNITER, and ALLEN WARZSNITER 
and ISAAC IKE KRAN, as Co-Administrators for the 
Estate of MARY WARSZNITER 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: c *  I a(.@ ,2012 
/ I  

i j  Weitz & Luxenberg k*, q '? Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway - 

Hauppauge, NY 11 788 

SO ORDERED, 

1 



. . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  1 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6  2012 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ' 

NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-. ,. 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ALLEN WARZSNITER, as Administrator for the Estate of 
JOSEPH WARZSNITER, and ALLEN WARZSNITER 
and ISAAC IKE KRAN, as Co-Administrators for the 
Estate of MARY WARSZNITER 

Index No. 108209/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

m 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

A 
DATE D : k\ ;sl ,2 0 1 2 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Eoggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP -ti 2012 
COUNTY CLERKS WI-ICE L- NWYORK THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELMONT WARDELL and MARGARET WARDELL 
IndexNo. 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: (-Q ,2012 
A \ 

+ < * A -  - 1  Anna M. DiLbnardo 
Weitz & Luxenberg * \  ?‘%\ ?+ Attorneys for Defendant 
Attorneys for Plaint iff 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY 1 1788 
.- 

SO ORDERED, / 

g i n  Heitler 



.. . - . . .. . . . . . -. . . - 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK . F I L E D  ii  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6 2012 
1 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

ELMONT WARDELL and MARGARET WARDELL 
Index No. 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

_. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: blab 

*%& “3 Weitz & Luxenberg %? 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

,2012 - 

Attorneys for Defendant 
BMCE Inc. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman 81 Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 
Hauppauge, NY 11788 

SO ORDERED, 

i u i  0 3 2012 



I /  
‘ SUPREMECOURTOFTHESTATEOF NEWYORK I h E D I 1 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

i 
4 ;  

SEP - 6  2012 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLEW’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

A 

1 i THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 1O4842/99 1 JOHN VENUTO and DANIEL VENUTO as Co-Executors 

I 1 for the Estate of CANDIDO VENUTO and ELVIRA 
i 

1 1  VENUTO Individually NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREl defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corpq, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

1 1  against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
1 3  1 1  prejudice and without costs. 

G-f43 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Anna M. Dibnardo 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Lockheed Martin Corp, 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 

Hauppauge, NY 1 1788 

Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg LLP 
800 Third Ave,, 13th Floor 
New York, NY I0022 

1 1  888 Veterans Memorial Highway I 
i l  

SO ORDERED, 



F I L E D  
SEP - 6 2012 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-i 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

! COUNT Y' L'LERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
Index No. 110509/03 

STEPHANIE D. WHITE BALSECA, as Executrix for the 
Estate of STEVEN D, WHITE, and DEANNA WHITE, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

n 
DATED: \ 3 C p  ,2012 

I *  

Weitz & Luxenberg ?> \ >  3' Attorneys for Defend ant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

auppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

'JUL 0 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  - 
COUNN OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6 2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EMILEE WINGEN, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN WINGEN, SR. and EMILEE WINGEN, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 100855/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Lockheed Martin Corp., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Lockheed Martin Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

DATED: ( p  ! a ( c  ,2012 

""* 4 Weitz & Luxenberg 1 v 

700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Lockheed Martin Corp. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 0 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E D - 7  
1 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 
1 

~ N T V  LLERK'S OFFICE 1 
NEW YrnK THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

EMILEE WINGEN, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate 
of JOHN WINGEN, SR. and EMILEE WINGEN, 
Individually NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 100855/03 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, BMCE Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BMCE Inc., with prejudice in this action, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant BMCE Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DATED: [< \L(J ,2012 

Weitz & Luxenberg '-'-+ \ Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway - 7th floor "".*, BMCE Inc. 
New York, NY 10003 Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 

Coleman & Goggin 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

ppauge, NY 1 1788 

SO ORDERED, 

3UL 0 3 2012 



I- # 

h F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK E 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

MICHAEL G. YASSO, 
Index No. 190088112 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in-interest, 

BORG-WARNER MORSE TEC, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint 

against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in-interest, BORG-WARNER 

MORSE TEC, INC., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, by its successor-in-interest, BORG-WARNER MORSE 

TEC, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
700 Broadway - 7th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation, 
by its successor-in-interest, BORG- 
WARNER MORSE TEC, INC. 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggin 



k F I L E D  
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK S P  " t i  2012 

c 

' -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

CONSTANCE WITTING, Individually and as Executrix 
of the Estate of GLENN DOUGLAS WIlTING, 
Deceased, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No. 115962/04 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, hereby requests summary 
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Borg-Warner Corporation, with 
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant Borg-Warner Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

n u e - 4 t h  Floor 
Andrew M. Warshauer 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Borg-Warner Corporation 
Marshall, Dennehey, Warner, 
Coleman & Goggh 
888 Veterans Memorial Highway 

SO ORDERED, 



536.18526/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE, 
Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOXATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

E - F I L E D  e E 

YORK SEP .. b Zki2 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 100864/03 
111795/04 
113232/04 

(May 2012 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 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Zomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

?rejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

Jrossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

3ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

JEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
ittorneys for Plainti & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 
Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 35u 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

io ORDERED, 



536.17414/AJM E. ! F I L E D  j SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
SEP - 6 2012 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 3 0 COUNTY CLERK'S OVICE 
: (Honorable Sherrpw@#Hei tler) 

This document relates to: 

PHILIP A .  BENEDETTO, : Index No.: 100864/03 
111911/03 

Plaintiff, 
: (May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 

vs . : Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in 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 a11 co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED : 

FRANK MY%TIZ;"ESQ.. 

4ttorneys for Plaintiff & FLTNN 
lJEITZ & LUXENBERG 

700 Broadway 
!Jew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

ARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 

Attorneys f o r  Defendant, 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

3 0  ORDERED, 



536.17637/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: 

IRVING KLINGSBERG, Deceased, : Index No. : 100861/03 

Plaintiff, 
116829/03 

: (May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) vs * 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEFtEFORE, defendant , United Conveyor Corporation, -ereUy 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

Zivil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

irejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

:rossclairns against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

lame are hereby dismiss and without Losts. 
I , E  

ttorneys f o r  Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
ew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

e, Suite 350 

nover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



536.17951/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

WALTER T. KANE, Deceased, 

VS . 
Plaintiff, 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Unit 

requests summary judgment in the 

NYCAL 
IAS PART 30 
(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 100864/03 
102379/04 

(May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

d Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

above-entitled case, pursuant E 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 
r- 

same are hereby dismisded and without costs. 

lJEITZ & LUXENBERG URPHY, GAROFALO 
Yttorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
Vew York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

e, Suite 350 

ersey 07936 

50 ORDERED, 



i i F I L E D  
e 536.17536/AJM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP - 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
30 NEWYORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
This document relates to: 

THEODORE W. HEINTZ, Deceased, : Index No.: 100861/03 
115312/03 

Plaintiff, 

vs . : (May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
: Group) 

JNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
?t al., 

: NO OPPOSITION 

: AND ORDER 
Defendants. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, herebi 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tc 

livil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,  dismissing plaintiff's 

lomplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

rejudice, and there being no opposition 1:hereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, a11 claims and 

rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

RANK M. 'ORTIZ, ESQ. ,. 
GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY, GAROFALO 
& FLINN 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
United Conveyor Corporation 
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 35C 

EITZ & LUXENBERG 
ttorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
!Jew York, New York 10003 

ox 438 P.0 B 
East Hanover, New Jersev 07936 

30 ORDERED, 



536.16390/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

SEP - 6  2012 
COUNJ Y LLEI~KIS OFFICE 0 - c 

NYCAL 
NEW YORK 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30 

This document relates to: 

ANDREW DOYCHAK, Deceased, : Index No.: 105654/03 
100904/03 

Plaintiff, 
: (May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 

vs . : Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
It al. , : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUD(;MENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereb] 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t c 

livil Practice, Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff ‘ E  

:omplaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, wit1 

irejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

:rossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and t h e  

;ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

lATED 7 

‘RANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ.”%* ‘3 

lEITZ & LUXENBERG RPHY , GAROFALC 
Ltorneys for  Plaintiff & FLINN 
00 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
lew York, New York 10003 nveyor Corporation 

-Rock Avenue, Suite 350 

anover, New Jersey 07936 

0 ORDERED, 



536.18539/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

ANGEL0 E. COSTANZO, Deceased, 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 

SEP - 6  2012 
YORK 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF= 
NEW YORK NYCAL 

IAS PAR 
(Honorable Sherry Klein HeLt-Ter) 

Index No. : 100866/03 
111780/04 

(May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , : NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
Defendants. : AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in the  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffls 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and the 

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff & FLINN 
7 0 0  Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 

7 2  Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
-.O. Box 438 
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 

J U L  0 3 2012 



HOAOLAND. LONGO 
MORAN, WNST & 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEV 
40 PATEFSON Sl 
PO BOX 480 
NPN B R U N W K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Dl VWLTSEYS MLL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTMY, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 190149/11 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GAIL HERLIHY, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of ARTHUR HERLIHY, 

against 

A.F. SUPPLY CORP., et ai., 

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 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
unt 2@,ao\a 

IATED: d ew Brunswick, NJ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
(0 h le r Co 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Gail Herlihy, Individually and as Executrix of 
the Estate of Arthur Herlihy 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038 

io ORDERED:; 
& F I L E D  

1 SEP - 6  2012 



< '  

HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH ERERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
~BRuILsvvIGK,NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
ml WILTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
WWWTMU, hw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARION MOULTRIE, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 13756 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Marion Moultrie 
Ko h le r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

i : F I L E D ]  
SEP - 6  2012 

1 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE . 

-. \+ 

NEW YORK - 
".+ .* 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRJNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WlLTSEYS MLL kiY 
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: 

FARO P. VITALE AND JOANNE VITALE, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 10776 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Eo., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

2bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick. NJ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, M O M N  
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
lohler Go. 
10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
rlew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

DANIEL KRAFT, JR. ,  ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Faro P. Vitale and Joanne Vitale 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003, 

3 COUNTY CLEHK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

- - .- 

BZ-DRESS-25 
JUL 2 02012 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORN, WET 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-108586 

WILBUR W. SMITH and B E T n  SMITH, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thc 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

\ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Wilbur W. Smith and Betty Smith 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

i i F I L E D ] ]  
SEP - 6  2012 JUL 2 02012 

* 
COUlJTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
. i- 

-- .- . - - -  - - -  



1 S 

c 

HOAGLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH m S E Y  
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNFMCK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
JM WILTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMNIOWTDN. NJ 

Pa BOX 480 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

b i 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 190209/12 

FRANCES MALEY 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Ko hie r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

ADAM DREKSLER, ESQ. 
WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
FRANCES MALEY 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

F 

SOORDERED: f ! F I L E D  
5EP - 6 2032 

I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 4 . 
UEWYORK ~. , . j  L k  

... 

-. . . 



-- 
I F  

HOAQUAND, LONW 
MDRAN,DLWTL 
WUW,  LLP 
AITORNMS AT WW 

NORTH J W Y  
40 PATERRSONST 

NEWBPILINSIMWNJ 
PO Boxwo 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: II INDEX NO.: 190286/11 

JOSEPH P. MCCORT and MARTHA MCCORT, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against 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 belng 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 he 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Joseph P. McCort and Martha McCart 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co, 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

i F I L E D ] ,  
1 SEP -6 2012 

r 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1 ~ 

NEWYORK - 

JUL 2 02012 

SKH - R C V ~  8t Dtd: II 



< 

HOAGLAND. LONGO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH E R E Y  
701 WLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 113056-06 

PHYLLIS N. SEGAL, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS NO OPPOSITION 
EXECUTRIX OF THE ESTATE OF ELI J. SEGAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, W.W. Grainger, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

he above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

rlaintiffs' complaint against defendant, W.W. Grainger, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 

ipposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

efendant, W.W. Grainger, Inc., be and the same are missed with prejudice and 

rithout costs. 

OAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
tto r neys for Defendant, 
1.W. Grainger, Inc. 
3 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SEP - 6 2012 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Phyllis N. Segal, Individually, and as Executrix 
of the Estate of Eli J. Segal 
546 Fifth Avenue, Fourth Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

-- - - - - -  - .- 



HOAOLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, WNST 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NENBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, Fw 

PO BOX 480 

701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

LOUIS KINSELLA AND ETHEL KINSELLA 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 03-108806 

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: 

la 
NENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ. MATTHEW MACINTYRE, &Q. 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN- 
NNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Ittorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 700 Broadway 
!O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, P:C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Louis Kinsella and Ethel Kinsella 

New York, NY 10003 

JUL 2 02012 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATWSON ST 

NWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

p a  BOX 480 

N N S T  & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
N.W. Grainger, Inc. Peter Pacific0 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Gail Buckheit, as Executrix for the Estate of 

546 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10036 

5 0  ORDERED: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant, W.W. Grainger, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment ir 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 06-1 01 665 

GAIL BUCKHEIT, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PETER PACIFIC0 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissin! 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, W.W. Grainger, Inc., with prejudice, and there being nc 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, W.W. Grainger, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ant 

r 
without costs. 

DATED: New York, 
7 / b W  e 

€mummmws 0 
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MQRAM_. 

CA-TRADE-I7 



HOAOLAND, LON00 
MURAN, WNST 8, 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PQ BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWltK. NJ 

SOUTHJERSEY 3 
701 WLTSEY'S M L  RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

40 PATERSON ST 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

STEPHEN M. DUNPHY AND DIANE M. DUNPHY 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 108147/06 

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 York, New York 

-7 

BENAMIN DARCHE, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Stephen M. Dunphy and Diane M. Dunphy 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SOORDERED: i 
r 

F l h E  
SEP - t i  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1 
NEWYORK 1 u.-.** 

. .. . 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WNST 8 

ATTORWYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSN 

PO BOX 480 

WUKAS, LLP 

4a PATRISON ST 

NEWBRuNswICK,NJ 

SOUTH ERSEY 
701 WLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

INDEX NO.: 00-1 16822 

THOMAS BRUGAR 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C.AND S., 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 plaintiff I 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 
<+o, d a I z 

n A  

OAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
ttorneys for Defendant, 
ohler Co. 
3 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
ew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

f S P  -6 299 - 

JUL 2 02012 

3 ORDERED: 

f COUNTY CLERK'S O I - F I q  
INEW W R K  r - -  

n 

Attorney; f or Plaintiff (s) ,' 
Thomas Brugar 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



1 r  

HOAGLAND, LON00 
MORAN, WNSf 8 
DOMAS, LLP 
AllORNFfS AT LAW 

NORTHJWSEY 
40 PATERSONST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNWCK, hcI 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

mi WLTSEVS MU RD 

This Document Relates to: 

GAIL HERLIHY, Individually and as Executrix of the 
Estate of ARTHUR HERLIHY, 

against 

A.F. SUPPLY CORP., et al., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 190149/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Johnston Boiler, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Johnston Boiler, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

hereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Johnston Boiler, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Lttorneys for Defendant, 
ohnston Boiler 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, N p  Jersey 08903 

I -  
MRON B H Q U ~ ,  ESQ. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER P.A. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Gail Herlihy, Individually and as Executrix of 
the Estate of Arthur Herlihy 
110 Willam Street, 26th Floor 
New York, NY 10038 

0 ORDERED: 
Ir 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ' k 

NEWYQRK 
.. . 

. .. 



wGLAIa,coNGo 
MORAN, WNST 8 
DOUIAS, LLP 
AllOWJEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSOFI ST 

Mw BRUNSVUCK, UJ 

SWTH JERSEY 
7M VYLTSEY'S M L  RD 

HAMMONTON, NJ 

pa BOX 480 

WTE 202 

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: 

WANDA CHESKA, INDIVIDUALLY AND ROBERT 
CHESKA AS THE ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY CHESKA 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 04-1 10259 

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 againsi 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Wanda Cheska, Individually and Robert 
Cheska as the Administrator for the Estate of 
Anthony Cheska 

New York, New York 10003 
. 700 Broadway 

SOORDERED: ' 

--- . 

JUL 2 02012 
CA-UN IX-6 



I 

HOAGLAM), LONGO 
M O R ~ N ,  w r  a 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH ERSEY 
40 PATERSON SP 
Pa Box 480 
NEW B R U W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 03-1 18438 

FRED D'AMBROSIO AS PERSONAL NO OPPOSITION 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
ANGELA DIAMAT0 D'AMBROSIO MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL. 

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 againsl 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED:? /&Jew York, New York 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Go. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Fred D'Ambrosio as Personal Representative 
for the Estate of Angela D'Amato D'Ambrosio 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

n 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

.-A i - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 10073 1/03 

Michael Carlin 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Co 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12" Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Carbone 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 18294/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, fomerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York i F I L E D -  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
JUL I02012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 1235/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Carbone 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A. Yavitz, +--- DARGER EFXA TE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP 
Judith A. Yavitz, +--- DARGER EFXA TE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 

Hon. She- *%. * 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

4 

SEP - 6 2012 
m 

2 ' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Frank Canale 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, 1.) 
Index No: 100741/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Y. ;rl"z.,e &--%*d : ,-2Q12 3 . -  4-f-+r ~ + d 

8. ip". I*+ hhn<"#" I N"*' 'n 
yb "*I. 

f-"c, (vp..: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Judith A. Yavigpsq  
DARGER ERFUNTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

c 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERKS OFFIC~ '4 - 
NEW YORK 

Index No: 100087/03 

Dominick Callo 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

A 
Judith A. Yavitz, $sq 
DARGER E R R A ~ T E  YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

Salvatore F. Blando 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 0RI)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N Y r ,New York 50~ 8b ;2012 

Judith A. Y a v w s q  
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

JUL 1.02012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Bartolomeo J. Barbuto 

NYCAL 

F I L E D  
SEP - 6  2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1 
(Heitler, J.) NEW YORK 

~ ". Index No: 100234/03 - -4 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

* _  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

3UL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Bartolomeo J. Barbuto 

SEP - 6  2012 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE l i  ' NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) NEW YORK 

Index NO: 1 1 5 8 3 m  

! 
-3 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there t 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 Zth Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard W. Amthor 

NYCAL SEP - 6  2012 
(Heitler, J.) r- 
Index No: 100738/0i NEW YORK 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 

Judith A. w t z ,  Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) SEP - 6  2012 

I Index No: 127866muNTY 
N 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Juk'aa ")il t, ;3Q12 fi 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n w 
Judith A. Yavitj, Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I i 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION couNn a f % S  OF NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) NWYORK 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 100402/03 

Dominic D'Angelo 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0 6  -, 2012 p *$ 

*fl-"*eJ? ? 
t, .' pa_ > J  

Lpysu.,.' & 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

David Davidson 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

i. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 127S@@ TY NEW CLERKS YORK OFFICE 3 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

SEP - 6  2012 

" 4  

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there t 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL P.. 0 8  ,2012 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2'h Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

JUL 102011: SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.+ 
NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) SEP - 6  2012 
P 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE$ defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 04*$ ? 2012 

L, k.( f * 

da h 
,/"*,* 4,- , ,3 

3&,Iy*,.; %*,,."'& 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP - 6 2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) NEW YORK 

Index No: 100229/03 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 1 1 
7 
.i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert M. Hill 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

v 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. \<\ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(2 12) 452-5300 

JUL 102012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William F. Hassler 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

SEP - 6  2012 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J*) E" COUNR CLERKS OFFICE 
Index No: 1#7886/02 NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

-. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27" Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

JUL 102012 



IN RE: NEW YORJS CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 1 

(Heitler, J.) c. sEp - 6  2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto , 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. Y a v i z  Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12‘h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

E f F I L E D  
NYCAL f IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph L. Hammond 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK I 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Fred M. Earl 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

E F I L E D ! ;  i 
SEP - 6  2012 

Index No: 128019/02 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 1 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
r 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Judith A. Yavitzl Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler' 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James J. Duplessis 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 12801 9/02 ' O U N ~  CLERK'S OFFICE f I 

voRK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-enti$led case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. Yavitz,'Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL SEP - 6  2012 c 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler' J*) 
COUNR CLERK'S QFFIce I? 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1 1 8 1 36/98 NEW YORK 
-$ 

Edward DeVita 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL &.e -,2012 n 

VITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

* 
a+\?j 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

J 
L 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No: 102479/03 Iv& yoRK I This Document Relates to: 

Vernon DePriest 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

4$ 'k 
. / " A * .  0 -  ; :, 

Frank Ortiz,-Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

JUL 0 8  ; 2012 
8'". 

p?:: -zr*$; 
, I  

*'.,.E i-" ,p* >,,* > 
ii d %.e. L ,*'J' ,. 

(212) 558-5500 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James E. Remington 

c- 

NYCAL = '- WumCLERK'sw~icg ' 
(Heitler, J.) Lz 
Index No: 128019/02 

W Y O R K  
- -  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

VITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

" JUL 1 0 2012 





IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

& 
3 

, I  * -  

Index No: 100727/0GoUNfi CLERK'S OFFICE A 

NEW YORK 
This Document Relates to: 

-4 NYCAL 

(Heitler. J.) SEP - 6  2012 

Albert V. Monroe, I1 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies; LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 00 ,2012 

ci, f-" 4 .%, J>% 

%" 4- 1 I Y 
.: 3 

A. # .*.,, ' i, , !*' 1 
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Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

~ thereto, 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION SEP - 6  2012 
This Document Relates to: 

Thomas G. Miskill 

Index No: 109496/0? W U N ~  cEw8 wna ' 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

A 

New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, c 
Hon. Sher 

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

8 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) SEP - 6  2012 

Index NO: 1 16288/04 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE A 

NEW YORK 
This Document Relates to: 

Susan McSpedon 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORJIER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0 8 I - *  , 2012 

AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitlzr JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James W. McDonald, Jr. 

NYCAL SEP - 6  
Ln 

(Heitler, J.) ~ ~ ~ m ~ ~ i . -  I 

Index No: 127887/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

~ 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

l and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 
I 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12*h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO O R D E L u ,  A Hen- , Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-a 

1 SEP - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE -a A 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK 
.4 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 100234/03 

Ronald E. Hoeft 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL TILL, ,2943 p 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. '\I\ 

r "*-P.-- 
d 

,p lu.. .C? x 
1 ,  L%, -: 1 

,4*%W . *ts. .. < 
~* 

,(*, .di<yb, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(21.2) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Raymond Hodge, Sr. 

CLERK'S OFFICE 7 

(Heitler, J.) 4 
NYCAL NEW Y0RI.C 

Index No: 127888/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

J U L  102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

F I L E D  1 
4 

SEP - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) NEW YQRK 
Index No: 1006 1 0/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert Roccabruna 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

F I L E D  
d SEP - 6  2012 

“-1 ‘OUNR CLERK~S OFFICE 2 

- L 4  

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.> NEW YORK 
Index No: 1280 1 9/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William H. Rich 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORJIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SEP - 6  2012 c 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK Index No: 102379104 This Document Relates to: 

Walter T. Kane 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL.06 ,2012 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Andrew Doychak 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Andrew Doychak 

NYCAL :- F I L E D  
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105654/03 SEP - 6  2012 1 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

VITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK I 

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY 
E 

NYCAL > 

(Heitler, J.) SEP - 6  2012 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Angelo E. Costanzo 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, 'all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I 

JUL 0 6  f' ,,2012 .* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 )East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

n 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
~ 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James W. Callinan 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY -4 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York \3.. JUL OS,,, , 2012 

Judith A. Yavit , Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Rudolph F. Calabrese 

(Heitler, J.) SEP - 6  2012 
Index No: 1 1 1 f 9 m N T y  CLERKS OFFICE ' 

NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

/"- " r  I^ d 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Rudolph F. Calabrese 

f F I L E D ]  
NYCAL SEP - 6 2012 
(Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Index No: 11 3232/04 NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Y r , New York 
Dated: N3W S i  2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Philip A. Benedetto 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

SEP - 6  2012 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 91 ''%UNTY CLERKS OFFICE 7 
NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUk4 0 6 -, 2012 

nFll Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '''Xj 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

P 
Judith A. Yhvitz, Esq 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

F I L E D 4  
SEP - 6 2012 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Vosseler 
I Index No: 12802402 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
--A*, . -- I 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies,' LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 9.d ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J 

Index No: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Roger C. Rumsey 

9/02 
SEP - 6 2412 

-1 
12 

r ~ U r V r v C E ~ ~  
NONYof#( 

NO OPPOS~TION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JULA6 ,2012 

' i ,  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

VITZ & BLAU. LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105606/04 

Robert H. Killian 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporati 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J&%OS i2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEP - 6  21112 d 
I Y  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFIm 
WWMJiM 

AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

Leo G. Palmer 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward J. O’Rourke, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL M ., 2012 

, ,#:>*A Frank Ortiz, Esq. . 1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. “%k& 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 Zfh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sam Mostow 

NYCAL SEP - 6  2012 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

VITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Tyrrell T. Mori 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

i 
NYCAL 

SEP - 6  2012 
(Heitler, J,) * 
Index No: 1 1 1795/04 r WUNTY CLERK'S OFFIG@ 

b- NEWYORK 
-- 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

SO ORDERED, 



SEP - 6  2012 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0 6  + 2012 

ip' , 
/--- >* ,# r6b 'j J Cr' 3 c, -$+ 

I' I 
LP 

P 
< *  5. ,p.- 

* 
Frank Orti;, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

AVITZ & BEAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

1 
I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  

COUNTY OF NEW YORK i F I L E D  
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
a 

Index No: 108780/03 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YOAK 

This Document Relates to: 
*- - --=%a 

Albert J. Mirra 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

JUL 102012 



F I L E D  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

2 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL SEP - 6 2012 

I '  I ,  I (Heitler. J.) COUNTY CLERK'S I Index NO: 110255iQ4 NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

David C. Kogel 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J U L r 4 3  PI , p 2  

f - - > * +  " I  
I ,  

I .  

> - . r .  

' *. 'r ' Frank Ortiz, Esq. .%b I' 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP %.; WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Irving Klingsberg - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Jlk f' 86 F Y &,?.?012 p* 
X' ' t "- - .+ - .,.&a"' - 

$dXQ "6'.* f J 
'\$,#A* 7 k .<@<* t 

* r  

I ,  I 

.> 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER E ~ R A N T E  YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(21 2) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Warszniter ----a 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 102012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Elmont E. Wardell 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100855/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 1 6 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
sEp - 6  2012 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index NO: 10091 YO3 

c ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
' C O U ~  CLERK'S 0FFpE ! 

 NE^ voM - c ==x=. This Document Relates to: 

Walter J. Urbanik 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL a6 i Y  , 2012 

9 "  d * 

I) 1 'V I. 

.p'-" 4' , 3 

> ' !  - ,> 

I I  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
I' 

- , . , r r  I 

I', 1 

AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 4%+ + 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10073 1/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Dorninick Sodano 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

E YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

I 
3 
-1 

3 

SO ORDERED, 

2.02012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Wilbur W. Smith 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: =? 

COUNTyC 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108586/03 ~ € 1  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

p 
' j  .+*e 

2012 

+ ,  +dY*  9 + *, . ' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

( (  I* 
JUL 063 1 Lr -, 3 

" ,:I E .,-n 7 .  ~ 

0 8 
, 5  

,I<, '1 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for D&a Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Russo 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 06, ,2012 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP -1 f WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

h, ? 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Champ Roberts 

sEp - 6  2012 NYCAL 

Index No: 10073 1/03 NEW  yo^^ 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

This Document Relates to: 

Eugene Riso, Jr. 

NYCAL 

E- 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10073 1/83 WhHy-, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

s.oFFv& -m 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS ' 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James W. Price 

Index No: 109442103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for bana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Rudolph F. Clabrese 

YORK 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL S @  , 2012 

d ‘tx 
/--- “* * I  1 

? A *  

‘h* 
* +.,e * w  ‘VI ,. ”- 

%, Frank Ortiz, Esq, “a, 
AVITZ & BLAU, LLP P - :  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27‘h Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Rudolph F. Clabrese 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice, Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J U L j $  ,2012 

ii 
I~ ,&.'$.rd.+ 

<* 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. .t 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %k;j 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SEP - 6  2012 IN RE: NEW YO% CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, 5.) CLERKS OFFICE 4 

NEW YORK 
This Document Relates to: Index No: 1 1 191 1/03 

Philip A, Benedetto 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0 6  , ,2012 

Pr 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. I i., AT.> . 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ".;., 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

r 
NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Beverly M. Webster 

*-4 j 

t 
I '  

E SEP - 6  2012 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
1 Index No: 100923/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 06  ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK t 

---- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL F I L E ~  ; 

sEp - 6  2012 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1026% 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
Nn CLERKS OFFICE 

Walter T. Kane YOF& 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JWL 0 6  r* ,2012 

. 1  

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \\%) 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER EkRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 4 
F I L E D ;  I 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- 6  2012 + 

This Document Relates to: 

Andrew Doychak 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0 6  . ,2012 

YAVTTZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. H e w  

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL F l ~ ~ ~  1: 
z 
i : 

sEp -6 2012 (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1056lm&+,, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
TY CLERK'S OFFICE I 

YORK Andrew Doychak 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York * Judith DARGER A. Yav ERRANTE z, Esq. YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

F. .  

NYCAL i F I L E D  7 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

r 

This Document Relates to: 

Angelo E. Costanzo 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James W. Callinan 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0 6  ;2012 

>', 
t * .  

Frank Ortiz, EsV 7 6  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK #- 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sam Mostow 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

A 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 06 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) i! F I L E D  ~ 

a 

This Document Relates to: 

Tyrrell, T. Mori 

I Index No: 1 1 1795/04 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0 6  2012 

P" ' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. .;# 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. Y a k E s q .  
DARGER E 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 452-5300 

7 U L  102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOkK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Albert J. Mirra 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J. j 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY -_ 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL a 6  ,2012 

i*" 

I , -  .. .u2*7. 
VITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. *. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *+(\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

JUL 102012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

David C. Kogel 

F 
NYCAL 

SEP - 6  2012 

7' ---a? 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0 6  P*. ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitjer 

J U L  102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Irving Klingsberg 

NYCAL 
B F I L E D  

(Heitler, J.) SEP - 6  2012 .. 
Index No: 1 16829/03 ' coum ws 

NEWYORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

duL IO2012 



ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert H. Killian 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

1 
SEP - 6  2012 (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 05606'04  COUNT^ 

NEW Y W  
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

n 
Dated: New York, New York 

JUL 0 6  . ,2012 

, . k N  , J f  l/' #& ,;t , 

r*. 
A h"%, f T E 4  

kwr- Frank Ortiz, Esq'l",/ -" 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
c i  FILE^ -? 5 

sEp - 6  2UtZ 
3 

(Heitler, J.) 1 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 107 146/03 

Carl W. Schneider 

I JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, $ 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 06  ,2012 

P .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
Judith A.'Yavitz, Esq. 
DARGEA ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Russo 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed 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 CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10073 lmU~n 

‘ ‘ E R ~ S  0FFjcE Y 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY -+-=a 

- 6  2012 d 

yoel( 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 06. ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NEW 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Champ Roberts 

YORK 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10073 1/03 

--%&&>. 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0 6 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

rJWL IO2012 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Eugene Riso, Jr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
066. ,2012 I 

. I  

I -  , 
. I  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

\ I/ 
Judith A. Y a z ,  Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James W. Price 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

NYCAL 

Index No: 1 O@!&#W c 

..d* 

f (Heitler, J.) sEp - 6  2012 

OFF/C~ 7 Nm mF&( 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

n 
Dated: New York, New York 

JUL 06 ,2012 

_..* 

d'  rsk 4- &",'.-" 
~ 1) 

<PI-% 

% 5  

Frank Ortiz, &q;" Y) . 
' ' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. t u l  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Leo G. Palmer 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100904/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

.--n y!r , )  

I * "  , 

,r! -9 

I ? ' ' I  m. I 4 )  

JUL 06  
~ 1 II 

I 1  

a -  s("-.->. Y 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward J. O'Rourke, Sr. 

YORK &A 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER I 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0 6  ,2012 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F- 

k ' F l l . E ~  
NYCAL 

-. . . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Beverly M. Webster 

4 (Heitler, J.) F 
Index No: 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 0-6, ' 2012 < . * ,  

l.il ',, ,**=--"" 01. 41 t 

y-",,, * ' ' 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

* O u b &  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

'JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

YORK i F I L E D  

Joseph Warszniter 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUbGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: N York, New York JE 06  P z  ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



1 - 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D  1 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK " i  

1 
1 

SEP - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100855/03 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 7 
NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Elmont E. Wardell 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 06$?" , 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

r: 
9 

NYCAL SEP - 6 2012 
(Heitler, J.) CLERKS OFFJCE y 
Index No: 1009 1 5/03 NEW YORK 

d 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Walter J. Urbanik 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

n 
Dated: New York, New York 

JUL 9-8 ,2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116‘East 27fh Street, 12‘h Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FILED; ,  
6 SEP - 6 2012 $ 

1 IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10073 1 /03 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE , 
NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Dominick Sodano 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 102012 



ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Wilbur W. Smith 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

1 
SEP - 6 2012 

@Vwm CLERK'S OFFICE 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10858 4 

NEW YORK 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 06  ,2012 

- I  

%," Attorneys for Plaintiff */ , 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

-.-- 

SO ORDERED, 

"VL w 102019( 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Carbone 

NYCAL SEP - 6  2012 
F (Heitler, J*) COUNTY CLERKS ~ F F ~ C ~  7 

Index NO: 100741/03 NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New 3@,&w York 
,2012 

C*. 

;i 's 
A&--% .P* 2 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

L%., )d JL- +#d < '  P. <, 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Carbone 

NYCAL SEP - 6  2012 
(Heitler, 5.1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
Index No: 102899/u$EW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y ~ t ,  #&w York 
7n1-9 , L W I L  P r .  

w 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
Judith A. Yavie, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, f 
JUL f 02012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I NYCAL SEP - 6  2012 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 0 0 7 2 5 / 0 3 ~ ~ w  y ~ m  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

CW)Jn CLEWS OFFICE 1 
-w 

“A 3 .  

This Document Relates to: 

Salvatore F. Blando 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 0IU)ER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
J U L 0 6 n h  . 3 2012 
p%.” Ji “4, a p< 

&Yh$f.L k.**dl 
d I y;\*‘ p ” l  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Bartolomeo J. Barbuto 

NYCAL k F I L E D j  
r' 

-3 
(Heitler, J.) SEP - 6 2012 
Index No: 100234/ &)"N?Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NEW YORK 
b 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

n 
Dated: New York, New York 

JUL 0 6 2013 2012 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2'h Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 

This Document Relates to: 

Bartolomeo J. Barbuto 

NYCAL SEP - 6 kk,2 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed CorpQration, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: ew Yo ew York JVL o 6 ti# , 2012 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREMECOURTOFTHESTATEOFNEWYORK F I L E I 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL SEP - 6 2012 
4 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) COUNTY 

Index No: 10073 8/0!! This Document Relates to: 

Richard W. Arnthor 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

k Judith A. avitz, Esq. 
DARGERY ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



F I L E D  1 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
-4 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Steve D. White 

NYCAL SEP - 6  2012 
W i t h  JJ CaJMTY CLERK'S 0 
Index No: 1 10509/03 NEW YQR& 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

' JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
F F I L E D  

NYCAL 6 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 128019/0f couprrr C L E ~ ~ C ~  O1-f I' , I  

SEP - 6 2012 

NEW YQFiiK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Fred M. Earl 
NQ OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James J. Duplessis 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
D 

SEP - 6 2012 
Index No: 1280 19/02 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

- 

SO ORDERED, 

-JUL 102012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward DeVita 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

NYCAL ; F I L E D  -2 i 
(Heitler, J.) 
IndexNo: 11&136/98 SEP = 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEWY RK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAR? 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all -defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same F are d er & c@ise)witQprejudice and without 

costs. 
7 

4 
sEp - 6  2012 

couhi y C&p '"'s OFFICE J , Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 06 ,.2012 ''Iz/ yQ64 

Frank Ortiz, &mt4 Esq."r It .> -- cbl\ B *p* 1 t r  + < A *  L . Q  J -Q=!--- Judith A. Yavit Esq. 

P. 

P 
' '"7 .u* ~ 

. 9 
'&-- *% ~ 

Y 1  " 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 102479/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Vernon DePriest 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. t' F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York 

JUL 06 ,2012 
I'. I 

,\*I' 4 

&, t I p I 

2 x* 

,p m. - P' 7 
, I  

.*& .: 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

8, r '"' 

(212) 558-5500 

SEP - 6  2012 

VITZ & BLAU, LLP 

New York, NY 100 16 
(21 2) 452-5300 

~ 

SO ORDERED, 

SUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 127886102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Vernon DePriest 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

SEP - 6 2012 Dated: New York New York 
JUL @d ,2012 

P . b , , . . P * *  '' ~ 1 &::'"> 
./ 
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Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100402/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Dominic D’Angelo 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
i F I L E D  

Dated: New York, New York 
sEp - 6 2012 

I 

JUL 06,.. 7 2012 ~ 

, I  r?., 

7 $ .d *u*v 

,J” ,’--. , 
t , , ,  P, ‘ 

II ~ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 127888/02 

David Davidson 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. FILED$ * f  
Dated: New York, New York 

JUL 0 6  ,2012 
P. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas V. Carroll 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100232/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
JUL 0 6  ,201 

p+ .b 

t+*+ ./'% ( 

p-,,,,-fl fb., = "I., 
?f 

'r Judith A, Ya$tz, Esq. '*kk"C" Frank Ortiz, EsqY- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
*% Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10073 1/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Michael Carlin 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

-- 
costs. F I L E D !  
Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK *- 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
k f F I L E D ~ ’  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) SEP - 6 2012 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph L. Hammond 

Index No:UXEUMMOLERK~S c w C F  
N E V V ’ / ~ ~ : V  

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertahTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27‘h Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

n 
DARGER E TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Hon. w. Heitler 

JUL 2 02012 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward J. Grant 

SEP - 6 2012 NYCAL F 

t J.1 COUNTV CLERKIS ObFICE 

Index No: 1 OW6/03 NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL-08 - 

, 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. Yavitz, Rq. 
DARGER ERRAKTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



P; 1 

SUPREMECOURTOFTHESTATEOFNEWYORK i- F I L E D ' 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
SEP - 6  2012 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J. mum CLERIC'S OFFICE 

NEW YOnK 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 6/03 

Thomas G. Miskill 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER E 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

JUL fill ,2012 

(212) 452-5300 

I *  
x - 2 - w  

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Susan McSpedon 

NYCAL SEP -Eat2 I 
(Heitler, J.mUFJ1-Y CLERK'S OFFICE . 

Index No: 1 1 6 2 8 w  
YQRK 7' 4 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

3UL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK -3 

i 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 127887/02 

1 'OUNTV CLERKIS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

James W. McDonald, Jr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL-06 ,2012 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

VITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

*.. 

SO ORDERED, 

"UL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK r sfp - 6  2012 

CLERKS GFFiCE 
NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 100234m 

Ronald E. Hoeft 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

I '  J 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



- -  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO@ P E F ILED- 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I- 

SEP - 6  2HH2 IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
( H e i t l e W T Y  CLEni<'S W-FIm 

NEW Y r n  9 '  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 127888/02 

Raymond Hodge, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEMFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Jd *., j **, 

,2012 JUL 0 6  

,,g-' /.** .I "? r *  
('*T*z .:! $ " *  ._ 

P* 

I ,  

"%."I - Frank Ortiz, E241 w'LL' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff \h Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert M. Hill 

NYCAL 

F I L E D  1 
4 SEP - 6  2612 

. -- 
Index No: 100229/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

* * ,,> 2 
h h , - C '  4 2 t k  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
DARGER E 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William F. Hassler 

NYCAL 7 '  
I CLERK'S OFFICE (Heitler, J.F' 'F 'T '  

Index No: 127886/02 
1 , -,iYORK 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL18q - 7  2012 

* , - - 5 %  I h 'i (:%e , I >F* -$"-c 
J 

*" % wv6*' ': ~ *I u 
' ; ; + $  ; $*,,,. .nb 'I* < 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '42%, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED 

JUL 102012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I SEP - 6  2012 
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL m% 1, Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) MEW YORK 
$ 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 10074 1/03 

Joseph L. Hammond 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 08 2012 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 5 
Ho n. S h G y  K.'keitler 



F I L E D  ? 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Posster 

Index No: 100286/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 06, Y 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 



k SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Albert V. Monroe, I1 

Index No: 100727/03 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York New York 
JUL od I T .  * ,2012 

& BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

TSUL 102012 

4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

* 

SEP - 6  2012 

COUN ry CLERK'S OFFICE i 
NEW YORK 4 1 ;  IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1280 19/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James E. Remington 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
,2012 

P* 
JUL 0 4  

I 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert Roccabma 

1 
NYCAL sEp - 6  2012 

-f 
Index No: 1006 1 h  lVEW YORK 

-e 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 06. , 2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

- 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 02012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William H. Rich 

Index No: 1280 19/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL O t ? ,  ,2012 

- 
2 L I  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK - F I L E D  7 1  SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
i 

I 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Vosseler 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
JUL 08 ,2012 

P- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

n 

SO ORDERED, 

JUL 2 02012 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

L 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
E 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Roger C. Rumsey 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

7UL 2 02012 



- SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY jNYCAL it 

L' 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 1 O%#bd&,, YORK 
i 

A 

SEP - 6  2012 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

VEDA M. DUELL, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALBERT DUELL and VEDA M. DUELL, 
Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

r 
I 

CLERK'S OFFICE 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 
Defendants, I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules (j 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 codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 
/-- 

SO ORDERED, 2 
I Mtlltler 

% >  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
D u d ,  Albert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

JUL 2 02012 
2571 -I  854 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 'c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK E 
NYCAL h : F I L E D  IN RE: NEW YORK comm 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DORIS DAY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RUSSELL DAY and DORIS DAY, Individually, 

PI ai nti ffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

4 
SEP - 6 2012 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

R+ e COUN 'SsFFIcE 1 " 

RK 
Index No.: 11 1$94/03, 1 l m  

F- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New o k, N York 3 [ ,3T? 2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Day, Russell E. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 



536.18562/AJM 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW 
COUNTY O F  NEW YORK 

YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

This document relates to: 

DAVID CURTISS KOGEL, Deceased, : 

Plaintiff, 

vs . 
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, 
et al. , 

Defendants. 

SEP - 6 2012 

NYCAL COUNTY CLERICS OFFICE 

IAS PART 30  MEW YQHK 

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler) 

Index No. : 100861/03 
110255/04 

(May 2012 Monthly FIFO Trial 
Group) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, hereby 

requests summary judgment in t h e  above-entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, 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. 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintif & FLINN 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10 United Conveyor Corporation 

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350 
P . O .  Box 438 
East Hanover, New Jersey 07936 

SO ORDERED, 



Y I  lPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I** !?I Vl:W YORK COUNTY 
i IN'I'Y ._ OF NEW YORK 

'i I, ' 3 I IS'fOS LITIGATION 

I i I i IS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

I MlCHELLE MCGRANN, as Administratix for the 
11::late of JOSEPH G. DUFOUR, 

I 
I 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A ( ). SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

- . -  Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 1 

4 (Heitler, J.) * 

NO OPPOSITION 1 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

.itrclgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

1 ~ ~ r i t i f ? ' \ '  complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

anJ there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

dcfcndant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

w1 I I rout costs. 

/ '  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dufour, Joseph G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

, New York, New York 10003 

AI 1 1  t E I ley for Defendant 
 coir;*^ & Company, Inc. 
Mc 7(  WNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 k v a d  Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-54 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RUSSELL DUNN and BARBARA DUNN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 disrnissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

,2012 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dunn, Russell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-768 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY b I L E D  3- i j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

s" 

SEP - 6 2012 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUSSELL DUNN and BAWARA DUNN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. ! 

Defendants. ! 

- - - -  . - 'ww 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Tnc., with prejudice 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. 

Kerry- ok, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dunn, Russell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 an/i ------- 7 (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I 122-1 254 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHELLE MCGRANN, as Administratix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH G. DUFOUR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 115705/03, 

FILED- 
SEP - 6 2012 

3 
COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICg 

NO OPPOSITION NEW YORK 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, w York 
1 p\q ,2012 

P 
*\ ,' c ~ , ~ + +  * ,.II- a'"A 

f "  4 ' "  
w d<-"-%e . p w  ,s 1~ - .( ,?m-v-v 

Z '  L 

L W A , &  ">*  d 4 - e '  ~ 

t, 
A'& -fl 2, 

%*%?% Nh 1, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dufour, Joseph G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

2571-1388 



SI JPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
C Y  )I JNTY ... OF NEW YORK 
1 *\ \< i NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

-% cF FILED--; i 
4 c4i SHESTOS LITIGATION 

I Ills UOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 15705/0$OUN~~ CS_ERK~S Q F F , ~ ~  7 
sEp - 6  2012 ! 

1 MlCHELLE MCGRANN, as Administratix for the i L NENirt '  'fQRK 
lastate ofJOSEPH G. DUFOUR, I 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A ( ). SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., el al. j 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

Iidgrncnt in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

, \ I r l >  I <  i f f % '  complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

: i i d  there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

d e f i m h t ,  Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby disniissed with prejudice and 

\'I Il!rtrut costs. 

Dated: New Yo k, N w York 7 \ ,3\ ,2012 

..", 
, > q  

'h 
ook, Esq. 2, Attorney for Plaintiffs -..,? 

Dufour, Joseph G. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

__. 

KtYT 
,l!rt)r.ncy for Defendant 
I i-hii ian Liquidating Corp. 
Mc t i lVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

I Hroad Street-Suite 2300 
NCW York, New York 10004 
( 2  12) 509-3456 

S O  ORDERED, 

2383-26557 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 11 5705/03, -E 

MICHELLE MCGRANN, as Administratix for the ! SEP - 6  2012 t 

- i I.A.S. Part 30 
m- e- 

j (Heitler, J.) E F I L E D  
c 
k Estate of JOSEPH G. DUFOUR, 

~ ~ C L E R K ' S C I F F ~  7 ' 
NL.1vvmEM 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. j 

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. 

, 2012 

Attorn( Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Dufour, Joseph G. 
W ~ r r z  & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1235-23673 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RUSSELL DUNN and BARBARA DUNN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 11 9 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JIJDGMENT 
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 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2012 

- .-p 

J d e  B. Coopkr, E&. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

* /  h, 

Attorney for Plaintiffs q*L, t 

Dum, Russell 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 - 
SO ORDERED, 

2082-11882 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____________________________________r__----~*------------------------- X NYCAL 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J .) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X ______________________________________lf------------------------------- 

This document relates to: 

HOWARD O'DELL, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ANDREW DOYCHAK, and OLLIE DOYCHAK, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No.: 105654/2003 
100904/2003 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___1________________-----------------------------"----~-~--~~--------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

"*.k=-T"- 
'"."$ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

3UL 0 3 2012 



JAMES W. CALLINAN and JO ANNE CALLINAN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________________________________________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice - 
and without costs. 

Dated: ,2012 

- *L~.+ "* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. "I,;$ 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 500 

SEP - 6  2012 
COUNTY CLERKS Ot-FICE 

EW YORK 
1, o/i' 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER*DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



PHILIF' A. BENEDETTO and LOIS A. BENEDETTO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108898/2003 
1 1 19 1 1/2003 

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 
h 

and without costs., 

3% *." 
Y 

%b+**j 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. -'%-- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ". 
Attorneys for Plainti' 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)55 8-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

F I L E D  k 
SEP - 6 2612 - 

NTY CLERk A ~ 1 . i  ILE 
NEW YORK 

LDY. r m  
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. L..- 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

J V L  0 3 2012 



STEPHANIE D. WHITE BALSECA, as Executrix for the 
Estate of STEVEN D. WHITE, and DEANNE WHITE, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant, 

Index No.: 10086412003 
110509/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE7 defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice F I L E D  I r' 
a p o n ,  New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '* ,y -B<;:*  
Attorneys for Plaintiff %?-, $4 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

i 
3 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

hY?ELI?R-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

Honorable Sherry Kla-Heitler 

JUL 0 32012 



Index No.: 105151/2003 
10073 1/2003 

I EUGENE RISO JR., 

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 herebkdismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 6/39 ,2012 

Harrison, New York 
0, 

SEP - 6  2012 1 
Ut-HCE 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Attorneys for Plaintin 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____________""_________I_______________------------------------------- X NYCAL 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X _________l_________f___I________________-----------"------------------- 

This document relates to: 

ROBERT G. MORT as Administrator for the Estate of 
TYRRELL T. MOM, 

Index No.: 100866/2003 
11323 1/2004 
1 1 1795/2004 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

I -against- ORDER AS TO 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___________________________________111_1------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby disrmssed with prejudice 

and without osts. 

Dated: 6 ,2012 

Harrison, New York a!&-, & 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Ir Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P@>?'3A 
Attorneys for Plaintiff \.% B Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Hamson, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

JUL 0 3 2012 



In Re NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part hCOUNTY CLERKIS ~ F F ~ C E  

Index No.: 100286/2003 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, .l.&: NEW YORK x _ _ _ _  ___________________-_________1__________-------~---------- 

This document relates to: 

CANDACE ZAK, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH POSSTER, N O  OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDEK AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

O1,IVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, et al. KEE1,ER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ____-----___-I_______________I__________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOKR-OLIVER BOILER 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 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: 

(_y 

% 3?" 
t *I WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attnrrwys f o r  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ncw York 10003 

%\ ,$ 

(212)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorrteys,for Defertdnrtt 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avc, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDER& 

JUL 0 32012 

J 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL ....................................................................... 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Hei tler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

x __________ff__________________________1_--~-~-*------------------------ 

This document relates to: Index No.: 109496/2003 

THOMAS GEORGE MISKILL (Dec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Plaint iff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. 
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 COMP 

and without costs. 

ANY, be and the same are hereby @mi d with prejudice 

E F I L E D  

4, * ‘.a $ I  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ”“., MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

COUNTY CLEWS OFi-rc~ 
NEW YORK 

Paul B. Joseph, Esq. 

A ttorit eys for Dejeit dun t 

COMPANY 
500 Maniaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



AYMOND HODGE SR AND URlTA HODGE, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELEK-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___________________________1____________*~-- - - -~- -~--~-- - - - - - -~-~-- - -~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rilles Section 32 12, 

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-claps against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dis$iiss&itl p & d i E  D 
and without costs. 

E 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 2 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Maniaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, Ncw York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VEK BOILER 

Jt3k 0 32012 



ROBERT ROCCABRUNA and MARGARlTA 
ROCCABKUNA, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY - 
JUDGMENT 
MOTIONAND 
ORDER AS TO 

KEELER-DORR- 

CoUIV '' CLEflKS OFFICE 7 DEFENDANT 
-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et af! -- - , OLIVER BOILER 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suniniary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

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 BOTLER COMPANY, be and the same are 

and without costs. 
, I  

SEP - 6 2012 

..a< G I "  

"< 

WEiTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '"i."i 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 5 5 8 - 5 5 00 

Paul B. Josephs, Esqv m 
MARlN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



3 F I L E D  3 : 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL SEP - 6 2012 ___________________________________II___~~----------------------------- 

v In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Index No.: 102478/2003 
X NEW YORK ....................................................................... 

This document relates to: 

WILLIAM F. HASSLER and MARGARET P. HASSLER, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTrON AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plain tiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DOIRR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X __________I________________________I____---~---~--------------~------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suniinary 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 prejiidicc 

and without costs. 

Dated: 6&7bx 
Harrison, New York 

> "  .:3& -qk Paul E. Joscphs, Esq. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '4 MARIN GOODMAN, L . 
Attnrrteys fur  Plaintiff \d Attorneys for Deferidant 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5S8-S500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DOIM-OL I VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroiieck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



i 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
F I L E  

L 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

n ....................................................................... 
This document relates to: Index No.: 1 14010/2003 

EDWARD GRANT and LORRAINE GRANT, N O  OPPOSlTION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DOKR- 

De fell dan t , 
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 32 12, 

disiiiissing 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 

Dated: 

Lu, &;&dJ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \$ 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

I *  

(2 I2)55X-5500 

Paul%. Josephs, Esq. 
MARlN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Maniaroncck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

JUL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES JOSEPH DUPLESSIS and CAROLYN G. DUPLESSIS, NO OPPOSlTlON 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DOKR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _____1__*_"1__1_________________________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sunirnary judgment in the above-entitled c'ase, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prcjudice, 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: 8/39/f..  
Har&on, New York 

< .rAPm-+-' 
% "4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "%\ 

Attorneys for Pluiiitiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

: Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorrteys j b r  Defendunt 

COMPANY 
500 Maiiiaroneck Ave, Suite 50 I 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

I 



ALICE BUTERA, As Executrix for the Estate of 
VERNON DEPRIEST, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plain tiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KE ELE R-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _____c_______-________I_________________- - -__- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DOKK-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-clairns against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicc 

and without costs. 

h Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroiieck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

212) 661-1 151 

JUL 8 3 2012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

N Y CAL 

This document relates to: Index No.: 100402/2003 

DAVID DAVIDSON and DOROTHY DAVIDSON, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLlVER BOlLER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: &9h< 
ET ison. New York 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

<-=El /!i-+--- 
Paul E. Josephs, Esq. 
a ?  Paul E. Josephs, Esq. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for  Defindant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avc, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

JUL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK SEP &. u 2012 ................................................. X NYCAL e 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

1.A.S. Pafi'3mOUNTY ~ L E I ~ / ,  OFF,CE 

Index No.: 106364/2003 

NEW YORK 
X _________________I__II__________________------------------------------- 

This document relates to: 

THOMAS CARROLL and ROSETTA CARROLL, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORLZ- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

disniissing 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 co ts. 

Dated: +yfix 
Ea rison, New York 

(hX,. g.*+*>J 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %Q 

Attorneys for Plaintijf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I2)558-5500 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. .-. 
MARlN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendunt 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH J.  CAKBONE, as Administrator for thc Estate of 
JOHN CARBONE, 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__111_--1-------------1------------------------~------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suiiiniary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

disniissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without co ts. 

Dated: +9b2 
Ha @on, New York 

I', /-<"*' ':*'%h, A , ) (?,# ,,-f)- 
LV<. L $-I, 

k$t+"x"Iy":I i,***,D# *. HL'" ' t - 
%$ T& Paul B. J o s e p h s s q .  

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 3 MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Attorneys for Dejerzdartt 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 
SO ORDERED: 

JUL 0 32012 



FRANK CANALE and ANTOINETTE CANALE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, et al. 

Defend ant. 

NYCAL I 

Index No.: 10074 1 /2OO3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANI) 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOTLER COMPANY hereby requests 

surnniary jiidgnient 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 

Dated: 
mrri'son,'New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARlN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEEL EX-D OR R- OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



NYCAi q$UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
I.A.S. Part 
(Heitleti J.) NEW YORK 

LOIS AMTHOR, as Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD W. 
AMTHOR and LOIS AMTHOR, Individually, 

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 ____*tll____________-----------------------------------------~-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sunitnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs 

Dated: 6'/2?/1z 
Harrison, New York 

O& Paul . Joscphs, sq. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys filr Defendant 

COMPANY 

Attorneys jur  Plnintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VEX BOILER 

(2 I2)558-5500 500 Maniaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

JUL 0 32012 

R 



NYCAL F I L E D 
1.A.S.Part 0 
(Heitler, J.) 

SEP - 6 2012 
This document relates to: lndexflo.: 10072712003 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
k ,  NEW YORK FREDERICK MONROE, as Proposed Administrator for m%=2€L+d 

the Estate of ALBERT V. MONROE 11, 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 Scction 32 12, 

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: &l$ls& 
&rr son, ew York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)SS8-5500 

=- Paul B. Josephs, Esq. I 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Maniaroiicck Avc, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10.528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

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 relates to: 

JAMES W. MC DONALD JR., 

PI ai n t i ff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102 17 112003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEAEFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judginciit in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Y 

Attorneys fur Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 3 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for  Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mainaroneck Ave, Suite 50 I 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 F I L E D  ; 

SEP - 6 2012 
SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFLCE 
NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

x NYCAL ____________________________ l__ l________- -~~- - - - -~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X _I______________________________________------------------------------- 

This document relates to: 

LORETA DEVITA, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
EDWARD DEVITA, and LORETTA DEVITA, Individually, 

PI ai n t i ff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, ct al. 

Defendant. 

Index No.: I I8 I36/1998 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: cp9//< 
Ha rison, New York 

2 Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , . t13r>, MARlN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaititiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defcnduiit 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

COUNl Y CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK +- 1' 3UL 032012 



F I L E D  j J 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK SEP - 6 2012 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL COUNTY CLEHKS OFFICE ....................................................................... 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 NEW YORK 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

X _-------_---------___r__________________------------------------------- 

This document relates to: Index No.: 100402/2003 

CATHERINE G. CALLAHAN, as Administratix for the 
Estate of DOMINIC D'ANGELO, and CATHERINE G. 
CALLAHAN, as Administratrix for the Estate of CONNIE 
DANGELO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEEL E R-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-OLJVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 6 f h / ' 2  
Harrison, New York 

m e  4 
P. 

If-3' $, -* .I *., <&*$li 4*+' ) p::*-. . '  , -$- 
$*ab ,p L c. ~ "_ 3 LA 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys. for Plaintiff Attorizeysjor Dejendant .. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

MICHAEL CARLIN and JANET CARLIN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitlcr, J.) 

Index No.: 105 173/2003 

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 abovc-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPAN 

and without costs. 

Dated: 6(2?( 12- 
Hapjson, New York 

Y 

'*.,:ur I", 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Atturrieys j o r  Plaintijf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

% %. 

(21 2)55X-5500 

SO OWERED:  k 

, be and the same are hereby i e wit rejudice "'Lhl#/ 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attumeys fur Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(2121 661-1 151 

H o n o r a W  



In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, I.) 

DOMENICK CALLO and BONITA CALLO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sumiiiary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORK-OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

OXDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, bc and thc same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 6/27 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendunt 

COMPANY 
500 Maniaroiieck Ave, Suite 50 1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK SEP - 6 2012 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NmkNP CLERK'S OFFICE 
kS. Part &W YORK In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 
X ....................................................................... 

This document relates to: Index No.: 100725/2003 

ROSEANN BLANDO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
SALVATORE F. BLANDO, and BENEDETTA BLANDO, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- OFXDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sunirnary 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. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorrieys Jbr Pluirz tiff 

MARlN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys j o r  Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 50 1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadwav KEELER- D 0 R R- OLI VEA B 0 IL E R 

(212) 661-1 151 

New York, Nkw York 10003 
(2 I2)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

dk 032012 



MARIE BARBUTO, as Executrix for the Estate of 
BARTOLOMEO BARBUTO, and MARIE BARBUTO, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suinniary 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 BOlLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and Dated: without c(z'l/(2 costs 
i F I L E D ] :  

SEp - 6 2012 Harrison, New York I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: 



RONALD HOEFT, 
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 32 12, 

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: ./..//< 
Hal rison, New York 
n 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, Ncw York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

-w Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
M A R I N  GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defertdaizt 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VEX BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

JUL 0 32012 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

! F I L E D  j 
i 

SEP - 6  2012 
X NYQAL ....................................................................... 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (HeitJgJQ NEW yORK 

I.A.S mwpI CLERK'S OFFICE 

This document relates to: Index No.: 100229/2003 

PATRICIA BOYCE, and THOMAS HILL, as Co-Executors 
for the Estate of ROBERT HILL, and ALLA HILL, 
Individually, NO OPPOSlTION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS T O  

DE 1; EN DAN T 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' coniplaint 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 aiid the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

~ ~ . p L ~  
Paul B. Joseph,  Es 
MARlN GOODMAN, LLP.  
Attorrt e y  for De fer1 rlarit 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 50 I 
Harrison, New York 10528 

Attorneys jiw Plairttij" 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

. 



JOSEPH L HAMMOND and HANNAH HAMMOND, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

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 32 12, 

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 

Dated: 

Attorneys for Dejendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys ,for Plain tiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

(212) 661-1 151 



- . ..... .. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL SEP - 6  2012 _____________________________________1__---~--------~------------------ 

Tn Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Hdmfd$Y CLERK'S OFFICE 

1.A.S. Part 30 

X NEW YORK ! ....................................................................... 
This document relates to: Index No.: 1 O5958/2003 d 
FRED M. EARL, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

PI ai n t i ff, 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. mELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________________________________________------~------~~--------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLJVER 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 hercby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: @y/k 
H rrison, New York 

.* Paul MARIN E. Josephs, GOODMAN, Esq. LLP. 

Attorneys for Dejendant .. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

KEEL ER-DOR R-OLI VER B OlLER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 50 1 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



ANNIE PICISTRELLI, as Executrix for the Estate of 
G I N 0  PICISTRELLI, and ANNIE PICISTRELLI, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 
X ...................................................................... 

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 32 12, 

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 w i tliout costs. 

- 
Paul B. Josephs, Esq. *( 

MARlN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

(212) 661-1151 

‘ COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
? NEW YORK 



JOAN M. RUSSO as Administratrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH RUSSO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et a]. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -1"__"___----tl*l_------"---------1----------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

~ 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway BELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

ck Ave, Suite 501 
son, New York 10528 

1 COUN w CLERK'S OFFICE 

-~ A 1 'JUL 2 02012 NEW YORK 



JEANNE LOWE, as Executrix for the Estate of ROBERT A. 
LOWE and JEANNE L O W ,  Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110194/2004 
100862/2003 

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. IC 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

JUL 2 02012 

Dated:% 10 ,2012 

Harrison, New York 

SEP - 6 2012 t 

CLERK'S OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
, -- Paul MAlUN B. Josephs, GOODMAN, Es LLP. NEW YORK 



JOSEPH NAIMOLI AND CARMELA NAIMOLI, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
"against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al., KEELER-DO=- 

Defendants. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York 04.13 ~ / d  n 

New York, New York 10003 
Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

-New York 10528 
(2 12)55&-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



. ... 

LOUIS KINSELLA and ETHEL KINSELLA, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
"against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ____________l"_____r_Ifl________________------------------------------ 

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: OT-13. (2 
Harrison, New York 7 Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 50 1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

r SEP - 6 2012 
P 7 :  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ; 
.-.*.-.A 

NEW YORK 



CHAMP ROBERTS and DORIS T. ROBERTS, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No. : 105 14912003 
10073 1/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 
gatqson, ,2012 Neyzork F I L E D ] [  + 

t 
I !  

SEP - 6 2012 
CLERKSOFFICE 1 I 00 _ _  

.' * %* rr" 3 
a i  e15 'C, fL,  g d  

( P - 7 .  

bd,pC.y*,, C,..*. y 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

NEW YORK 
'%'.' i 

**hhprA)\ Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



ROGER C. RUMSEY, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________I___________--------------------~----------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the abovc-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

disniissing 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 

Harrison, New York 
P. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

*%, wb Attorneys $1. Plaintiff ++% ! 

(21 2)558-5500 

/ e-. 
SEP - 6 2012 

Paul B. Josephs, E s q  CLERK’S OFFICE 1 )  
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. NEW YORK 
Attorneys for Defendarit 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avc, Suite 50 1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEEL ER-DOR R-OL I VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 

DEBORAH MCGOWAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ALBERT J. MIRRA, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100866/2003 
108780/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANX) 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: @?, 2012 

Harrig.on, New York 

q a r'...-:" 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. "t+,& 

Attorneys for Plaintifs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %,A+. 

(2 12)558-5500 

F 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. LUUN LEFi K'S 0 r- [I- I c E 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. NEW 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

JUL 0 3 2012 



F I L E D  -;j 3 1  
E 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1________________________________111____------------------------------- X NYCAIJV 

< 
SEP - 6  2012 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK 

I.A.S. PartWUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ? - 
X _______________________l____________l_r_------------------------------- 

This document relates to: 

ISABEL KOGEL, as Personal Executrix for the Estate of 
DAVID CURTISS KOGEL and ISABEL KOGEL, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

Index No.: 100861/2003 
1 10255/2004 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _______________________________________I--"-----"--------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY , 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 6/lq ,2012 

Hamson, New York 

3: Frank Ortiz, Esq. i .  

"+< S, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Paul B. Josephs, &$. 
MARTN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

Honorable Sherry Hein-Heitler 



RHODA KLINGSBERG, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of IRVING KLINGSBERG and RHODA 
KLINGSBERG, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

1 16829/2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: ,2012 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

JUL 0 32012 Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



ELIZABETH KANE BLANC, as Executnx for the Estate of 
WALTER T. KANE, and DEBORAH ANN KANE, as 
Executrix for the Estate of FLOIiENCE S. KANE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

j 
i 

SEP -. 6 2012 NYCAL 
I.A.S. Padt 3 
(Heitler, J.) 8oUNTY CLERKIS OFFICE j r  

NEW YORK 
Index No.: 102379l2004 

100864l2003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFQRE, 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: q 9 7 , 2 0 1 2  

Harrimn, New York 

L 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fur Plainti8 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

& 2 ,+ +h 

'%+, '1 *\ 
+2h; "% 

(2 12)558-5500 

6 6  Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys fur Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL sEp -. 6 2012 "__fl______"_f_______--------""----------------------------------------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Pag3 
(Heitler, L) eoLJNTy CLERK 3 ()I jcL 

__I_____________________________________------------------------------- X NEW YORK 
This document relates to: 

PAUL J. COSTANZO as Executor for the Estate of ANGEL0 
E. COSTANZO, and MARIE L. COSTANZO, Individually, 

Index No.: 1 1 178012004 
10086612003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant . COMPANY 
X _____I__________________________________-------------------"---"-----~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ODERED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 6 , 2012 

Haqison, New York 

Paul 8. Josephs, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. '%;$ MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

JUL 0 32012 



DEBORAH MAGNIER, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
RUDOLPH F. CALABRESE, and DEBORAH MAGNIER, 
as Administratrix for the Estate of PATRICIA CALABRESE, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 

F F I L E D  I 

.E 

SEP - 6  2012 
Part ' COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK (Heitler, J.) 1 
r 

Index No.: 11323212004 
1 1 1795/2004 
10086412003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE*, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: c.12 9 ,2012 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5SOO 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

SO ORDE RF&I (212) 661-1 151 

1 1  

H o n o r a b l e w e i n - H e i t l e r  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DAVID DAVIDSON and DOROTHY DAVIDSON, 

P1 ai n t i ff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 127888-02 
102362-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOKK-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicc Law and Rides Section 32 12, 

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: &/‘b//~ F I L E D  1 
Hawkon, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorizeysjor Plaintuf Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

SO O R D E R E L  

vein-Heitler 



RICHARD VOSSELER and LORETTA VOSSELER, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL + F I L E  
I.A.S. Part 30 SEP - 6  2012 (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 2 8 0 2 4 / 2 0 ~ ~  YORK 
COUNTY CLERK’S OFFIM 

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-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against dcfcndant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 I2)558-5500 

SOORDERED: A 1 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq Er-Y.-” 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

3UL 0 32012 



ELMONT E. WARDELL and MARGARET WARDELL, 
Individually, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 ~ ~ ~ _ " ~ _ _ _ - - " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ l _ _ _ _ - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs / r  

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti@ 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

JUL 0 32012 



ROGER URBANIK, as Administrator for the Estate of 
WALTER J. URBANIK, and ROGER URBANIK, as, 
Administrator for the Estate of THERESA URBANIK, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 
I 

and without costs. 

Dated: 6/27 ,2012 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are *reb ~ F T s s r E p r e G c e  

k 

> , r ,c 
I, TI Frank Ortiz, Esq. '", - *  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

.LV>< i, 

(2 12)558-5500 

- 
Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOEX 

This document relates to: 

DOMINICK SODANO and JUDITH SOD 

Index No. : 10073 1 /2003 
105 14412003 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY,WW.YORK 
OLIVER BOILER 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ---______----__I___--_-"---------------------------~------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without. costs. 

Dated: $/z? ,2012 

darrison, New York 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

500 drnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C; * MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway VER BOILER 

4 
- zflp Harrison, New York 10528 

(2 1 2)55 8-5500 



WILBUR W. SMITH and BETTY SMITH, 
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 -----_-llfl__________-------------.1-------~-----------------------~----- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
L F I L E D  ; 

SEP -6 2012 
Dated: @?, 2012 f 

O u N n  CLERK'S OFFICE ---A. NEW YORK 
Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendunt 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LEO G. PALMER, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereb ismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. / F I L E D  
Dated: 5/29 ,2012 i 

I Harrison, New York SEP - 6 2012 
J 

- -  __ 

*4 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Hamson, New York 10528 

Attorneys for Plaintifi 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



MARY CLARE O'ROURKE, as Administratnx for the Estate 
of EDWARD J. O'ROURKE SR., and MARY CLARE 
O'ROURKE, Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without,costs. 

Dated: L(&q , 2012 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

4 
r" aay;E;;;;F,cE 3 

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 
MARlN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



ALAN MOSTOW, as Personal Representative for the Estate of 
SAM MOSTOW, 

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 t_r_______l__________________fl_ll______-------------"~-"------------- 

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 

and without costs. 
-J 

SEP - 6 2012 

1 
>%- - 0  Paul B. Josephs, Esq. .% * Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. $6 ' MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

JUL 0 3 2018 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

LORRAINE WEBSTER, as Executrix for the Estate of 
BEVERLY M. WEBSTER, and LORRAINE WEBSTER, 
Individually, SUMMARY 

NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and withoutsosts. 

Dated: 6/dy ,2012 

€h#%iq~, New Yo 
.s”” - -e*, & I J 6’- 

<_rTJ* 1 
‘hk!”h, 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *Q+*y,v:l 

(21 2)558-5500 

SEP - 6  2012 
CLERK’S OFFICE 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. NEW YORK 
Attorneys for Defendant’- - . z  

KEEL ER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

Honorable Sh‘eny Klein-Heitler 



ALLEN WARSZNITER, as Administrator for the Estate of 
JOSEPH WARSZNITER, and ALLEN WARSZNITER and 
ISAAC IKE KRAN, as Co-Administrators for the Estate of 
MARY WARSZNITER, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

F I L E D  NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY i 
JCTDGMENT 

ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
KEELER-DOW- NEW YORK 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

MOTION AND SEP - 6 2012 

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 COMP 

and without costs. 

Dated: $29 ,2012 

hqson, Ney.York 

be and the same are hereby diFmissed with prejudice 

:! F I L E D :  2 

SEP - 6 2012 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK =a Paul B. Josephs, Esq. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



c- 

DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT H. KILLIAN and DOROTHY M. KILLIAN, 
Individually, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10560612004 
10086212003 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEh!ED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti8 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN; LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

3UL 0 3 2012 


